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H E Books that are wrote for 
%, Chriſtian Religion, as 1 
canceme the following to be, 
do of all others need no Apo- 
logy. But notwithſlanding, I have rea- 
ſon to beg ſame excuſe fur this, having 
undertaken it, not only without the Eu- 
couragement and Importunity of Friends, 
but without the Privity of ſome, and a- 
gainſt the Judgment of others, who 
thought that ſo weak and wicked a Book, 
as that of Nazarenus, ſhould be treated 
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Th®pREFACE. 
with a gontempiuons Silence. But tho 
1 concurrd with the latter in their Sen- 
timems of the Author, yet I could not 
ſo in negletting him. "lf the Queſtion 
had been only about the Religion, or 
Learning of Mr. Toland, I know no 
Subjects fo little worthy of the World's 
Nonuce, or of my Exammation ; but I was 
apprehenſrve that à general Silence 
would grove a Santtion to his Glamours, 
I rhpughz;, that to let him paſs by un- 
abend d, would give all the Unbolievers 
amongſi us too great an Argument of 
uncomeſted Victory; and that it would 
He better, according to the Wiſe Man's 
Advice, to anſwer the Fool according 
10 bis Folly, than to let him go on trium- 
1 pbaut in it. It ſeewd to me a Reproach 


ö 
b to our excellent Church, that ſo man 
| bitter Iuvectiues upon the Chriſtian Relt- 
| gion, ſhould go off with Silence, as well as | 
| Impunity And there was reaſon to fear i 
; that the Churches abroad would be temp- i 
: ted tothink that there was more of M- il 
| hometan Chriſtianity amongſt us than 
3 . | theie i 
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The P REFWCE. 
there really ii. However, ag the mat- 
ter flands, having almoſt of my own 
angle Judgment undertaken the Work, 
1 alone am accountable for the Miſtakes 
and Omiſſions of it; the Honeſty of my 
Intentions may probably - anſwer for 
great part of them with Believers, and 
I crave no quarter from the Infidels. 
I bade ſaid nothing upon the Canon 
of holy Scriptures, - which | though he 
frequently reviles in general, yet he 
hath not ventur d to make his Objettions 
againſt particular Books ; whenever he 
is fo. good as his Word as to. print 
his promisd Hiftory of the Sacred Ca- 
non, he ſhall have me once more for 
his Adverſary. I have gone no far- 
ther than his firſt Letter, being ready 
to own. my Ignorance in Iriſh Lan- 
guage and Cuſtoms, if the Obſervations 
of the learned and judicious Mr. Wan- 
ley «pon the Iriſh Manuſcript ſhould 
fee the Light, he would have no rea- 
ſon to boaſt of his Skull in the former; 
but I deſign to be even with him ano- 
ther 


The PREBACE 
ther wah, aud hope e er long to match 
hit Aecount of Trith Chriſtianiiy with a 


prattical View of the general State of 


it for the three firſt Centuries. 


He fers forth all the ill methods of ar- 


wing now in Vogue, and with as much 
ruth as good Manners lays them up- 


on the Clergy ; I know no Man fitter 


to number or exemplify all ſorts of ill 
reaſoning than himſ#lf ; but as to the 
Charge it ſelf I will venture is anſwer 
in the name of my Brethren, that if 
the tafte of the Warld run upon religi- 
ons Subjetts as much as others, the 
Clergy" would appear as shalÞd and uſe- 


ful in their Mritings as "2 of the o- 


ther learned Profeſſions. Hou many 
of theſe foul Arts will be laid to my 
Charge I cannot tell, I am not conſoe- 
ous of running wilſully into any of them; 
{ have taken no Advantage of his. ill 


method, or his blundering and inconſi- 


gent Expreſſions, but haue been con- 
tent if I could but find out his Mean- 
mg any way; I have been much in- 

h debted 
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The PREFACE. 


delted to his Preface for this, ubere- 
in he expreſſes himſelf more intelligibly 
than in his Book. 

If in purſumg the Truths of our ho- 
ly Religion my Zeal hath betray'd me 
# ſay any bitter thing unworthy of a 


Chriſtian or a Clergyman, I ſhall very 


readily retratt u; for though I deteſ} 
Mr. Toland's Principles, and can very 
eaſily gueſs at his malicious Deſigns, yet 
[ hate not his or any other Man's per- 
ſon; and I can heartily pray to God 


that be will give him Grace, if not too 


late, to repent, and to retrieve, if that 
were poſſible, the great Miſchief he 


hath done to Chriſtianity. 
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Have often thought that there 
are as credulous and contempri- 
ble Bigots in the Party of Infide- 
2 lity, as any on the Side of Super- 

wum) ſtition, and am abundantly con- 
vinC'd of this by the late Conduct of ſome 
buſy Unbelievers. There is no inſtance of 
Fraud falſely charged upon Prieſts, or of 
Creduliry upon People, that theſe Agents for 
Infidelity are not guilty of in their Turn. 
They ſeem to govern their Judgments of Per- 
ſons and Things by a Rule, as falſe as it is 
wicked, and the oppoſition of any Opinion 
to true Religion is with them the W 


— 


I 


Conſcience. Their Fate were to be pity'd, 


teſtable, to ſee them labouring for an ill 
Cauſe with the vehemence of Confeſſors, and 


J I did not expect, when I ſaw the Title Page 


metan Goſpel of Barnabas, to find any thi 
upon the Subject in the Book, but ſuſpecte 


2 Remarks upon NAZARENUS. 
and Standard of Trath. Whatever may un- 
ſettle our Faith, or diſeredit the Teachers of 
it, (no matter how improbable it be) is gree--— 
dily ſwallow'd down, and with active, tho” v7 
commonly dull, malice propagated to their 
Followers. One muſt not wonder at the a 
Arent Succeſs of theſe their Deſigns, when 
it is conſiderd, that they have all the cor- 
_ Paſſions of human Nature on their Side, 
which being averſe to the reſtraint laid upon 
them by the Goſpel, are ready to fall in with 
licentious Principles. However this is to be 
wonder'd at, that theſe Unbèlievers are not 
content with keeping their Diſcoveries to 
themſelves; fince as they bid defiance to the 
next World, they might fare ſomewhat bet- 
ter in this, if all others being ty'd down by 
the Doctrines of Religion, they were ſingly 
left to the Indulgence of their Vices, and diſ- 
charg d from the troubleſome Reſtraints of 


if their Principles and Behaviour were not de- 


the penance and poverty of N 0 and 

undergoing ſo much drudgery in the Devil's 

Service, which, if otherwiſe apply d, might 
them Credit here and Rewards hereafter. 


of Nazarenns with the diſcovery of a Maho- 


either 
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either the Author to be in Jeſt, or that the 
Bookſeller had made uſe of a known Expe- 
dient to ſell of the Impreſſion by a ſham 
Title. Tho' Mr. Toland's Name was wrote 
in red Letters in Front, I could not even ſu- 
ſpect him to be either ſo weak or wicked as 
to aſſert in earneſt this Mahometan Goſpel; 
I ſhould have thought (and my Thoughts of 
him are neither unjuſt nor e of! thar 
he believes this Goſpel as little as he re- 
verences the other four. He could not fancy 
the World ſo credulous, as to come readily 
into a new Goſpel that was but a Tranflation 
into Lingua Franca not 3co Years old, with- 
out any other internal or external Evidence 
of its being gEnuine but his own bare Word; 
and that too when the ſubject Matter tend- 
ed to prove our whole Chriſtianity to be no 
other than a groſs Blunder. : 
However, I can eaſily account for his Folly 
by his Malice, and ſuppoſe thar rhis his ſham 
Diſcovery gave him an opportunity of empty- 
- ing his commom place Book, and lent him a 
Title to his long projected Deſigu of unſer- 
rling the Canon of Scripture, overturning the 
Foundations of Chriſtianity, and of purſuing 
that faſhionable and threadbare Subject of a- 
buſing the Clergy. This laſt indeed ſeems to 
be the moſt labour'd part of his Work, but it 
is that part of all others, which I ſhall take the 
leaft notice of. I will ſpare my ſelf the trou- 
ble of wiping off the Aſperſions which he 
6 832 hath 
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4 Remarks upon NA: ARINUs. 
hath thrown ſo plentifully upon the Clergy; 
becauſe their Characters can ſuffer very little 
from the Reproaches of one who is an Ene- 
my to their Faith as well as Function. And 
as for: the buſineſs of Recrimination, that 
Chriſtianity, which I am writing for, requires 
us to Jeſvile the Reproach, and, pity the 
LO£OU Am «. 4,00 

_ I envy, not a great Prelate of our Church 
the lean Credit of being ſo ſiggalany except- 
ed, and having his Praiſes mix'd with the Re- 

roaches of his Brethren, and the Contempt, 
if not Disb-lief, of his Maſter. His Lordſhip, 
i as a Chriſtian Biſhop, ſhould bluſh ar the dan- 
} porous and dilrcpurtabte. Complements of an 
| Jabeliever : Unleſs he thinks his Caſe to be 
| the fame with Fabius Maximus, whoſe E- 
ſtate was particularly ſpar'd by Hannibal, 
when he deſtroy'd the Lands of the other Ci- 
1 tizens, in order to expoſe him to Suſpicion. 
= If this. be the Cafe, the Biſhop ſhould do 
if ſomething like what the faithful Citizen did 
| upon that Occaſion, and renounce theſe Fa- 
vours from a common Enemy. 

As he hath in the moſt outragious manner 
abus'd the Clergy, ſo he hath paſt but a coarſe 
Complement upon our civil Governours, in 
putting his Name to ſo many bold Aſſerti- 
ons, and expecting from them Connivance or 
Encouragement. So many rude Inſults upo 
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Remarks upon Nazarenus. 5 


the eſtabliſh'd Religion muſt betray in him 
one of the rwo, either a Contempr of their 
Authority, or the Hope of their Protection; if 
his Malice had not tranſported him too far, 
he might have confider'd that the Church of 
England, which is profeſt and ſwore to by 
the Government of this Nation, is a Branch of 
that Chriſtianity which he reviles, and that 
thoſe who have done fo much againſt N 
may be brought to do as much againſt Infi- 
delity. However, far be it from us to crave 
Aid of the Civil Power to defend us againſt 
any ſuch Adverfaries: we are able to con- 
tend for our Faith with irs own Weapons ; 
and tho* our Church deſerves and is by Law 
entituled to Protection, yet its main Support 
(and a Support which it can never loſe) is 
from the Strength of Truth and the Bleſſing 
of Providence: | 


ieee ee eee ce ere 
| "CHAP. II. 


JA FR. Toland tells us, he choſe the Title 
: of Nazarenus, becauſe the firſt and 

only Chriſtians did for ſome time go by that 
Name. I would rather ſuſpect another rea- 
ſon ſor his choice of the Word, becauſe it 
was that, hy which the Enemies of our Faith 
choſe to call the firſt Believers; but let that 


be 
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be as it will, I utterly deny that the Follow- 
ers of Jeſus took to themſelves that Name 
from the beginning, but they were ſo nick- 
nam'd by the Zews out of Scorn. Not one 
Chriſtian Writer of Antiquity ever owu'd the 
Name of Nazarene, hut till their new Ap- 
pellation at Antzoch they ſeem to have been 
call'd Brethren and Dilciples. St. Ch. 
ſtam dorh ar leaſt implicitly deny the Name 
of Nazarenes, by telling us that before they 
were call'd Chriſtians at Autiaoch, they were 
call'd the Perſons of that way, and ſeems to 
have Reaſons from ſeveral Paſſages in the 
Ack for his Aſſertion. I do confeſs that E- 
piphanius faith, that the Chriſtians were firſt 
call'd Nazarene, and is in all probability the 
firſt Author of this common Miſtake; but 
| this Father is not generally ſo exact in Hi- 
j ſtory, nor ſo happy in Etymology as to de- 
1 ſerve credit againſt the probabilities of Fact, 
and the ſilence of more ancient Writers. Be- 
ſides the Account he gives is very abſurd, for 
he ſaith, the firſt Name of Chriſtians was Na- 
Sarenes, and the next Jeſſæi from J7eſſe, the 
Father of David; the truth is, he ſeems to 

have confounded the Story that Phi tells 
of the E ans in Æg ypt, whom he miſtakes 
for Chriſtians. when they were really 7ews. 
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But Mr. Toland can lay no fſtrefs upon the 
ſingle Teſtimony of this Father, after the choice 
Character he hath given of him, p. 52 
The body of rhe Chriſtians were never cal. 
led Nazarenes but by theit Enemies, being 
equivalent to Galilæan; the Jeu having ſo 
utter a Contempt of Galilee that it was a 
Proverb among them, Can any good thing 
come out of Galilee. Our Saviour and his 
Followers 4 in that Country, 
and eſpecially at Nagareth an obſcure Town 
in it, were call'd promiſcuoufly Galilæans 
and Nazarenes; and St. Paul is for that rea- 
ſon © contemptuouſly call'd by Tertullus a 
Ringleader of the Set of the Nazurenes. 
This Name was ever after retain'd by the 
Jews in their Books againſt our Faith, and 
they curs d the whole Body of the Chriſtians 
thrice every Day in their © publick Prayers 
under that Appellation. Theſe Imprecations 
were compos'd ſome Years before the Deſtru- 
ction of Feruſalem, according ro the Chro- 
nology of Zemach David, and were not 
conceal'd; but the Empire growing Chriſtian, 


tht be 
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Wagiyer, N 2m 779 Fan Iiicamc aire.  Chryſ.inlocum, 

© Quod provocati a Domino ad pœnitentiam, & poſtea ab 
Apoſtolis ej us uſque hodie perſeverant in blaſphemiis ſuis & 
ter per ſingulos dies in omnibus Synagogis ſub nomine Na- 
zarenorum anathematizant vocabulum Chriſtianum. Hieron. 
Comm. 'in Eſaiam. | 
Kagan oy rails cuvelnſui; vuar Ty; mis ovlas it} Xen. 


Juſt. Mart. Dialog. cum Tryph, vid. Buxtorf. Lex, Rabbin. in 
vocibus 59 & Mu. 


the 
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the Jews fear'd they ſhould fall under the 
Laſh of the civil Power for theſe their wick- 
ed Prayers, and therefore pretended that they 
meant only a Sect of their own call'd Naza- 
reans or Minzans, and impos'd ſo far upon 
St. Jerom as to make him believe them. 
As the Fews haye ſtill retain'd the Name in 
their Books, and never meant any Sect of their 
own, but the whole Body of Chriſtians; it ap- 
00. from hence that they invented this falſe- 
ood to ſave themſelves from juſt Proſecution. 
The Nagar gans were not at that time con- 
ſiderable enough to be ſo eſpecially mark d, 
being very few at that time, as St. Auſtzn tells 
us; and befides as it is certain from them- 
ſelves that they did actually curſe the Chri- 
ſtian Church, it follows, that if they like- 
wiſe curs d the Nagaræ an Sect, they muſt 
have had two diſtinct Imprecations in their 
Prayers. i fs rotor 
_ The Mahometan Arabians have made uſe 
of the ſame Name in their Books ro expreſs 
the Chriſtians; and have, as Mr. Herbelot 
obſerves, the ſame contumelious Meaning. 1 
rake it for granted therefore, and ſhall make 
proper ule of it hereafter, that the Chriſtians 
 neverown'd the Name of Nazarenes, but were 
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f Uſque hodie pet totas orientis Synagogas inter Judæos 
hzreſis eſt, quæ dicitur Minzorum & a Phariſzis nunc uſ- 
que damnatur, quos vulgo Nazaræos nuncupant. Hieronym. 
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Remarks upon NAZARENUS; 9 
nly ſo nicknam'd by their utter Enemies the 
Jets out of Scorn and Reproach. 
But 1 would farther obſerve that this Hy- 
percritick hath blunder'd in his very Title; 
for if he would have denominated his Book 
by the Sect he defends, he ſhould have call'd 
it Nazar eus, not Nazarenis. The former 
is the Name of his Hereſy, and is ſo us'd by 
Ferom, Auguſtin, 1ſidore of Sevil, and moſt 
others. The Name is once or twice amongſt 
a multitude of Citations promiſcuouſly us'd, 
but that ſeems rather owing to the negligence 
of Tranſcribers than the judgment of rhe Au- 
thor. 8*Chriſtianus Grammaticus diſtinguiſh- 
eth the two Words, and ſaith that NægAræu 
is the Denomination of a Scat, Nazarenus 
of a Place, meaning Nazareth. 
Now to help out Mr. Toland in the Pedi- 
gree of his Friends, the Nagaræaus were fo 
call'd not from Nazareth, but from a * word 
that was originally Hebrew, and in the Hel- 
leniſtick Style ſignifies Separation or Holineſs. 
Nothing is more uſual than for Sectaries and 
Hereticks to pretend to more Holineſs than 
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s Eſt autem aliqua differentia inter Nazarenum & Naza- 
rzum, Nazarenus a loco Natarzus a Religione. Tom. 16. 
Bibliath. Patrum. | | 

n NH e Ord xexyo24rum ©. Heſych. NaZngw O 
u 0 nyies wild» 2 ap οαάιν De- Tu Sec. Fhavorin. Na- 
Sende 21 1aCaztr N yarains. Nang . e Ot N e 
eden ee . Suidas. Nazatæi quos e 
ſanctiſicatos, Symmachus ſeparatos tranitulerunt, Hieronym. 
Comm, in Eſaiam, vide Druſi: notas in parallels ſacra. 


others 
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others profeſs and they themſelves practiſe; 
and this ſeems to be the vety cafe of the 
Nazar#eans, who joining the external obſer- 
vances of the Law to the Profeſſion of the 
Goſpel took upon them this ſanctify' d Appel- 
lation, being equivalent to our modern Pu- 
ritan. They being very ſtrict in their legal 
Purifications, took upon them this Name out 
of an aſſuming Confidence of grearer Holi- 
neſs and Perfection than the other Believers. 
From this Account, which I could confirm 
with many Proofs if neceſſary, I would ob- 
| ſerve two things: that the Nazarzans did 
not retain the primitive Name that was at 
firſt common to all Chriſtians, but took a 
particular one to expreſs their own formal 
and pretended Sanctity; the other thing that 
I would obſerve from hence is, how little 
Skill Mr. To/and hath in Learning, and how 
unfit to cenſure others for the want of it, 
when he hath ſo apparently miſtaken the 
Meaning and Etymology of his own Title. 


AA SA ERES AAA 
CH AP. III. ; 


Of the Goſpel of Barnabas. 


THE Author of Nazarenus hath of- 
fer'd ſo weak Proofs for his Goſpel of 
Barnabas, that one would ſuſpect, that he 

h meant 
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meant not ſo much to prove this true, as to 
make it probable, that all the reſt were falſe 
or uncertain. The Canon of Scripture was 
his Point in view, and there was not more 
Wickedneſs in the Deſign, than there was 
Folly in its Proſecution. It was ill Luck for 
him that his Mahometan Copy furniſh'd him 
wich no more likely Name than Barnabas; 
ſince there are ſome others which he might 
have offer'd if not with more Truth, yet with 
more Probability. The ancient Writers are ſo 
far from attributing a Goſpel to Barnabas, that 
they do not number any by ſuch a Name a- 
mong the many ſpurious ones forg'd by He- 
reticks. Euſebius in his diligent Collection 
of Eccleſiaſtical Writers could not without 
the greateſt negligence have omitted it, and 
tho' he mentions the falſe Goſpels of Peter, 
Thomas and Matthias, hath not a Word of 
this. St. Jerom likewiſe in his large Cata- 
& logue of ancient Authors and their Works, 
tells us, that Barnabas wrote one Epiltle for 
the Edification of the Church, which is a 
ſufficient Argument that in his Opinion he 
had wrote no more. 

But I forbear enlarging upon this Head, ha- 
ving reaſon to fear that the greater part of 
my Readers will take it for elaborate trifling 
to diſprove this Goſpel of Barnabas; they 
may, for ought I know, charge me with ma- 
king Objections more 3 by their 

wer, and may think it as much Folly in 
C 2 me 
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me to diſprove theſe Aſertions, as it is auda- MR 
ciouſneſs in him to aſſert them. However 

I hope that too much Diligence and Watch- 

fulneſs are in the Matters of Religion Errors 
on the right ſide; I flatter my 55 that my 2M 
Pains will not be loſt, if I can rob this Waſ ß 
of his Sting, and the Canon of Scripture may 
appear to have the more Certainty, when the 
l. Objections of its greateſt Enemy are ſet in a 
Ul true Light. | 


ll To return therefore to our Author. T have 
i ſhewn, ſaith he, by unexceptionable Aut ho- 
i rities that Eccleſiaſtical Writers did ancient- 
fl ty attribute a Goſpel to Barnabas, whether 
il there be any remains of it in this new found 

1 Goſpel or not. Now from this ſingle inſtance 
iid one may judge of his Veracity and Modeſty : 
1's for all theſe unexceptionable Authorities are 
[| contain'd in one ſingle diſputed Canon of Pope 

N Gelaſius; one would have expected that he 


1 had amaſs'd a number of unknown unobſery'd 
f Teſtimonies, and that he had in his great 
Searches met with ſome Copies of ancient 
Writers, from whence the Name of Barna- 
bas had been expung'd, as that of Mahomet, 

10 out of the Goſpels; at leaſt he ſhould have 
5 endeayour'd to account for the ſilence of C/e- 
1 mens Alexandrinus and Origen, who ſeem 
1 to have a particular reſpect for this Apoſtle. 2 
. 8 But both his Mahometan and Iri/þ Know- ü 
If ledge fails him here, and as it is generally the il 
1 Fate of Extremes to meet, he is forc'd to * 
[' EW ſupport 
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ſupport his favourite Goſpel by the weak Au- 
heir of one Popiſh — But doth Ge- 
laſius's Decree atteſt this Goſpel ? No, bur 
on the contrary condemns it for Apocryphal ; 
and the ſenſe of the word Apocryphal ſigni- 
ing ſomething wrote by an unknown Au- 
x + it doth declare, that it doth not belong 
to Barnabas. | | 
However if we ſhould allow this mention 
of Gelaſius, though with diſlike, ro be ſome 
proof of it ; yet the Teſtimony of an Author 
near five hundred Years after CHriſt is a very 
inſufficient Proof for a new Goſpel. Bur the 
Decree it ſelf upon which he lays ſo much 
ſtreſs is diſputed, and is thought by Criticks 
to N "ay little to Gelaſius, as this Goſpel 
doth to Barnabas. We may ſay by this as 
the Woman in Terence did by her cowardly 
Friend, Huic ipſi opus eft 2 quem de- 
Fenſorem paro. I cannot but charge him with 
* Ignorance or ly Artifice in either not 
nowing or concealing, that this Canon in 
the Opinion of the ableſt Criticks is not ſo 
old as the date it bears by ſome hundreds of 
Vears. It cites ſome Writings later than the 
Year 494, in which it is ſuppoſed to be wrote, 
and is not only contrary to ſome Sentiments 


6 


— 


— 


h Mittamus earum Scripturarum fabulas quæ Apocryphe 
nuncupantur, quod earum occulta origo non claruit patri- 
bus, à quibus uſque ad nos autoritas veracium ſcripturarum 


certiſlima & notiflimi ſucceſſione peryenit, Aug. de Civ. 
Dei, I. 15. ; : | a 


of 
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of the Roman Church at that time, but to 
Gelaſiuss other unconteſted Works. It is o- 
mitted in the Collections of Canons made af 
ter, and Dr. Cave obſerves, that tho” there 
were ſeveral Controverſies in which it might 
have interpos'd, yet it was never cited till 
the ninth Century, about which time he ſup- 
poſes it to have been forg d. Thus the un- 
exceptionable Authorities of Mr. Toland are 


reduc'd to the ſingle Proof of a falſe Canon 


eight hundred Years later than the Fact it 
would prove: but as for his two anonymous 
Teſtimonies, till it is known whole they are, 
or in what Age they were wrote, I think 
them not worth Examination. 
The very Name of Barnabas's Goſpel was 
therefore utterly unknown to the Ancients, but 
it is not hard to account why it was mention- 
ed afterwards. I verily believe that I haye 


hit upon the Original of it from a Story for- 


ged in the Iſle of Cyprus, which is told with 
little variation by moſt of the * Hiſtorians. 
The Biſhops of Cyprus diſowning all Subje- 
ction to the Metropolitan of Autiach, ſup- 
ported this their Claim of Independence by 
affirming that their Church was —— 


— 
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founded by St. Barnabas, One of them to 
make good this Proof; pretended that he was 
directed by a Viſion to the Body of Barna- 
bas with the Hebrew Goſpel of St. Mattheto 
lying upon his Breaſt. The Book was car- 
od with great Pomp to the Emperor Zeno, 
and was by him adjudg'd as an argument of 
their being an independent Church. Now 
this Goſpel being (idivſexPov 78 Bagrdba) wrote 
by Barnabas's own hand, might by a {mall ya- 
riation of the Story be term'd his own, and is 
therefore in all probability referr'd to by this 
Canon that is ſo much later. A Critick in 
the liſt Age was impos d upon ſo far by this 
end as to call it the Goſpel of Barnabas, 
and affirm'd that it was preſented to Zeno. 
I queſtion not but the Story in travelli 
from Cyprus to Rome, did make that Goſ 
which was only wrote by Barnabas, to be 
compos' d by him; but whatever becomes of 
this Conjecture, upon which I have no occa- 
ſion ro lay any great ſtreſs, I do affirm that 
no ancient Writer ever mention'd this Book, 
either under the Character of genuine or ſpu- 
rious. I would only deſire the Reader to 
judge of the reſt of Mr. To/and's Argumenrs 
by che firſt ſtep he hath here made, which, 
as weak as it is, is not the weakeſt; and ro be 
afſur'd that no real Proofs can be brought for 
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this or any other ſuch Goſpel, when the dili- 
ent. Malice of an enrag'd Enemy, after. the 

ftricteſt ſearch made by himſelf and Friends, 

could produce no better | 


Ne 2 r Foo r lr cz EET i n 


Crap, IV. 


Whether the Italian Tranſlation of the 1 
Mahometan Gel is the Goſpel of i 
Barnabas. 8 4 


F there was never any Goſpel, whether 
true or ſpurious, known to the ancient 
Writers by the Name of Barnabas, as I have 
ſufficiently prov'd, the whole Controverſy a- 
bout this Mahometan Tranſlation of it is all 
over. However, let us ſuppoſe that there 
was once ſomething of that kind; the next 
queſtion is, whether Mr. Toland hath met 
with it. He tells us with modeſty far beyond 
his uſual Temper, but very ſhort of what be- 
comes his Aſſertion, that Chin Goſpel of tbe 
Mahometans #5 probably in great part the 
ſame Book with that of Barnabas. I would 
obſerve that he neither gives his Author nor ü 
his Readers fair play in producing only a 
few Scraps, when the whole would have 
ſpoke better for ir ſelf. He cannot be ſuſpected 
to have ſuppreſs'd the remaining part for fear 


of offending Chriſtian ears, for the few choice 
| _ Extracts 
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Extracts he hath made, containing Calumnies 


. againſt St. Paul, and den ing che Truth of 
our Saviour's Death and Relurrection, are ſuf- 


E ficient, if true, to overturn the whole Chriſti- 


an Religion; I rather ſuſpect his Lazineſs 
than his Caution, that he was conſcious to 
bimfelf, that more Citations might furniſh a 
eater ſtock of Objections, and therefore he 
ad a mind to {ave himſelf trouble. 
= HI will not go about ſeriouſly to prove that 
this Book could not either in the whole or part 
of it be the Work of Barnabas, * ſince I am 
well aſſur d that no Man living would be con- 
viac'd by the Arguments he hath brought for 
it. My Buſineſs is only to ſhew the Weakneſs 
of Nazarenas his Proofs, and to make out that 
this univerſal Undertaker, is an errant bung- 
ler, and by his way of Writing is as much a 
& Heretick in Criticiſm as Religion. I he had 
& follow'd the uſual, Methods of proving Books 


genuine, he ſhould have prov'd the confor- 


mity of irs Sentiments with the Author's o- 
ther Bevaviour and Character. He was want- 
ing to his Jewiſß and Mahometan Apoſtle 
in not ſnewing that the Principles; laid down 
in chis his Goſpel were the Subject of his dai- 
ly preaching, that he had from the begin- 
& ning: diſſented. from rhoſe il Men that Jad 
preached Jeſus to be dead and riſen again, 
that he never concurr'd with Paul in preach- 


— 1 * — * — a * 
*» 
— 


„ 3 — 


— 4 


—— 


m Vide p. 32, | 
in 


2 ay wy a” — — * = * — — 
"4 «a 
— — —— — — 8 - - a 


w 
— * 
HE” 
_ 
— — —ͤ— 
. 
2 
2 AS - 
— * * E 


—— 
3 


„ 


— . 


* 
CY _— Yd 


N i a — — — — 


18 Remarks upon NAZARENUS. 

ing their Maſter to be the Son of God; but 
that the difference about this and the Jewiſh 
Law was, in flat Contradiction to St. Luke, 
the true reaſon of their parting. 2 
But I muſt add that if he would have pro- 
ceeded regularly, he ſhould have ſuggeſted 
ſome Reaſons to prove the Epiſtle that hath 
been generally attributed to Barnabas to be 
ſpurious, and not content himſelf with ſaying 


- 


that it hath been prov'd ſpurious by many 


able Hands, when it hath been acknowledg'd 


genuine by many more. It hath as many 


Atteſtations from Antiquity as any Book I 
know extant. * Clemens of Alexandria hath 
cited many long Paſſages from it which are 
extant word for word in the preſent Copies. 
Origen, Tertullian and Ferom pals high En- 
comiums upon it, and tho*'? Euſebius faith 
that it is to be plac'd ( eig) in the doubt- 
ful Writings, he doth not by that deny it to 
be the Work of Barnabas, but only that it 
was no part of Canonical Scriprure. 
The preſent Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbu- 


7y hath thought it worthy of his Tranſlation, 


and in his learned Diſſertations upon it, hath 


remoy'd the great Objection made againſt it 


from the many allegorical N ee 
which his Grace hath ſhewn perfectly agree- 


AE 


2 
— 
— > 


n Acts xv. 37. +>. | 
o Clem. Alex. Strom. 2. p. 396. item p. 410, & pædag. 
nb. 2. cap. 10. 
p Eccl. Hiſt. lib. 3» C. 25. N 
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able to the Sentiments of that time. I am 


not afraid to call that Epiſtle a noble Remain 
of primitiye Piety, and do ſuſpect the latter 


part of it to be a part of that ancient (Mα]iẽ¾ĩ 

Doctrine ſcatter d throughout the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions. However it muſt be ſpurious 
& to ſerve Nazarenw's turn, becauſe they are 
both ſo contrary to each other, the one be- 
ing for the Law, the other againſt it, ſo that 
according to his own Confeſtion they could 
not be compos'd. by the ſame Hand. But 1 
wonder how by the Rules by which he would 

prove this Goſpel to be true, he can admit 

that Epiſtle or any other Book, to be doubtful 

and ſpurious. . Shall a Book not only differing 

from, but contradictory to the known Prin- 
ciples of the pretended Author be receiv'd, 
and ſhall another agreeable to that ſame Au- 
& thor in every Point be condemn'd: ſhall the 

& Goſpel of Barnabas be admitted that was ne- 
ver before heard of, and hath not one ancient 
Atteſtation, and ſhall the other be rejected 
that bath all the Atteſtations that are poſſible: 
ſhall the one be call'd genuine that is only a 
barbarous Tranflation into a modern Lan- 

guage, and the other be queſtion'd that is pre- 
ery q in the purity of the original Greek? At 
this rate of thinking he muſt have ſet up a 
deſpotick Empire in Criticiſm, and make his 
on vicious Humour and incorrect Judgment, 
the meaſure of Truth and Falſchood. 


D 2 But 
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But Nagarenus hath ſtill been wanting in 
another kind of Proof, and that is in account - 


ing for the ſilence of all ſorts of Writers a- 


bout this Goſpel. I know the Attempt to 
be impoſſible, but in his way of reaſoning a 


ſmall Conjecture would have ferv'd'; his un- 


belicying Admirers do not lay him under the 


hard Terms of Writing, with Demonſtration 

2 will be content with 
any thing, provided it be againſt Chriſtianity. 
He ſhould have ſhew'd, ( or at leaſt affirm 


or even Probability, 


that he had ſhew'id) how ſo conſiderable a 


Work full of ſo many Contradictions to the 
receiv'd Faith ſhould have eſcap'd Porphy- 


Y and Celſus, Men not inferior to Naza- 
renus either in Malice or Curioſity; or how 
it came to pals that the Ebionites whoſe Sen- 


timents it contain'd, ſhould never once uſe 


it, but either that of the Hebrews, us the 


Ancients generally agree, or, as 4 Theogoret 


tells us, a pretended one of Peter. It is an 


uncommon Fate that this Book hath gone 
through, that it ſhould. for ſo many Ages 


eſcape the Knowledge of Foes and Friends, 


Orthodox and Hereticks, without approbati- 
on on the one ſide, or diſlike on the other, 
and at laſt fall into Mr. Tolaud's lucky Hand; 


and I cannot but congratulate this Gentle · 


man's Happineſs that having declar'd for two 


ſorrs of Chriſtianity, Jewiſh and Mahometan, 
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he hath met with a new Goſpel that equally 
ſuppotts both. I muſt conclude with obſer- 
ving that he hath been wanting is all the regu- 
lar methods of Proof, but yet I will do him 
the juſtice to believe that he would not have 
been wanting in any of them, if his needy 
Subject had furniſh'd them. How happy 
were it for him if he could find any part of 
the facred Canon no better guarded? 
However he hath offer d at ſome Proof for 
this his Goſpel, and that is in producing a 
ſhort Paſſage out of the 39 Baroccian Ma- 
nuſcript, wwhich, he faith, he found almoſt in 
terms there. The words are theſe, Barya- 
bas the Apoſtie faith, that he gets the worſt 
ey it whe avercomes in evit Contentions, be- 
cauſe be thus comes to have the more Sin. I 
deſire the impartial Reader to caſt his Eye 
1 the Original in che Margin for a Speci- 
men of Mr. Toland's Skill in Cree which he 
hath falſely tranſlated. For the Greek word 
doth not there ſignify to come to, but to 


1 | ruſt on, or proceed; ſo that the Senſe of the 


Words, which he hath miſtaken, is that the 
Conqueror in evil Contentious is encourag'd 
do proceed, and by this means runs inro 
greater Sin. This inaccurate Tranſlation, tho“ 


a * Neue dork; ln, of dum, orgs ννjð?xh,Kn 
6 Vixyo&s, 01071 irigxelar , i xan © Aue rig, the Lexico> 
graphers may be conſulted about:tht ſenſt of the word; i 
irruo, mwogrhatw, Vide Steph. Theſ. Lingua Grece, inigyona, 
ingruo, invado; Budens Comm, Lingus Graca; tho' probably 
the true reading is anig xe), | 


not 


22 Remarks upon NAZARENUS. 


not material to the Merit of the Book, yet 
is certainly ſo to the Skill of its Patron, and 
ſnews how little reaſon he hath to boaſt of 
his Skill in learned Languages, when he hath 
miſtaken the only 'Greek Paſſage of his fa- 
vourite Goſpel. = nate 

But to proceed, I would obſerve that this 
Paſſage is not cited from any Goſpel by name, 
and that Dr. Grabe who ſuppoſeth it to be 
cited from the laſt Goſpel of Barnabas hath 
no other Reaſon for his 1 but a 
forward Gueſs of his own; fince it might as 
probably be taken from a loſt part of 5 

iſtle, which is not entire as we now have it. 
Bur let Dr. Grabe's Gueſs be true, can any 
one imagine, that Mr. Toland ſhould be ſo 
far wanting to himſelf as not to produce the 
parallel Words out of the Mahometan Copy; 


is he ſo bad a Maſter of Controverſy, as ha- 


ving but one concluſive Argument, not to 
make uſe of it? I muſt ſay therefore, and ſay 
it with the utmoſt aſſurance, that his omit- 


ting the Paſſage is a ſtrong Preſumption, that 


it was not in his Copy, and that he hath not 
given ſo good Proofs of his Ingenuity or Skill 
in this Matter, as to be believ d upon his own 
bare Aſſertion. He hath ſtill laid ſome far- 


ther ſtreſs upon the Mahometans receiving the 


Goſpel, the Evidence of which ſhall be con- 
ſider'd in the next Chapter. . 


CHAP. 


his E- 
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CHAP. 


Whether the Mahometans read any 


Goſpel. 


Am far from thinking (how malicious ſoever 
Nazarenus's Deſign may be in proving it) 
that it can be any Prejudice to Chriſtianity to 
believe, that the Mahometans do receive all, 
or any part of our Scriptures; it is in ſome 
ſort an Atteſtation of its Truth, that the pro- 
fels'd Enemies of our Religion do not wholly 
diſallow thoſe ſacred Books in which it was 
firſt deliver d. It may be by a wiſe Provi- 
& dence ſo contriv'd, that their owning ſome 
Facts of Chriſtianity, may be an introduction 
to the reſt, and bring them, in God's good 
time (which may He of his Mercy ſo com- 
pleat his Kingdom, as to haſten) to the Truth 
as it is in Jeſus. I am ſo little afraid of the 
tendency of this Aſſertion, that I could have 
heartily wiſh'd that better Proofs had been 
brought for it. Sir Paul Rycaut mentions a 
Set among the Turks, which do acknow- 
ledge not only the Certainty of our Saviour's 
coming into the World, but his divine Na- 
ture and Character; they are a fort of Belic- 
vers in diſguiſe, but are reſtrain'd by human 
Fears from declaring it. But theſe their Sen- 
3 | runents 
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timents being contrary, to the Alcoran, and 
to the general Opinions and Practice of their 
Brethren, are no more an authentick Atteſta- 
tion of Mahometi ſin, than the Opinions of 
ſome Deiſts and Hereticks amongſt us are of 
Chriſtianity. Chowk 

I will venture to affirm, that though the 
Mahometans do acknowledge a Goſpel to 
have been formerly ſent from Heaven to - 
ſus, whom, by the way, they ſuppoſe to he 
che only Writer of it, yet MI allow that 
Goſpel no force or authority, they produce 
no Teſtimonies from it, nor do any of them 
read it as a ſacred Book. en 
Mr. Toland to prove the contrary, obs 
ſerves, that according to the Mabome tame, 
there were ſix original Inſtitutions deliver'd 
to the World by Adam, Noah, Abraham, 
Moſes, Feſus and Mahomet: and that the 
Chriſtians agree with them in all but the laft: 
This Obſervation is as falſe, as it is imperti- 
nent; for the ancient Writers, aud they are 
herein follow'd by the Moderns, allow: only 
four, and generally make this quadruple In- 
ſtitution an Emblem of the four Goſpels. For 
this reaſon, faith Irenæus, four general 
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Methodius in Conv, decem Virginum, 
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Covenants were given to Mankind: one at 
Noah's Flood in the Rainbow, another of 
Abraham 4y the /igu of Circumciſion; the 
= third was the giving of the Law in the time 
* of Moles, and the fourth, that of the Goſpet 

Jeſus Chriſt. Some others of the Fathers 
agree in this number, tho' they differ in the 
Perſons, making Adam very improperly the 
Author of an Inſtitution, and leaving out A- 
braham. His Ignorance in Chriſtian Writers, 
whom he profeſſes to be weary of, may be 
excus d, but it is unpardonable in a Mahome- 


tan Advocate to be no better acquainted with 


his A/coran, which recices theſe Authors of 
& new Inſtitutions in another way, and puts 
= 1/maet and Iſaac in the number. Say ye, we 
believe in God in what he inſpir'd into us, in 
= what'he bath: inſpir'd into Abraham, I/bma- 
el, Iſaac, Jacob, and the Tribes, in what 
= was taught Moles, Jeſus, and the Prophets *. 
Though it is to be confeſs'd, that the blun- 
dering Author of the Alcoran varies from this. 
& recital in che next Chapter, and numbers ma- 
To prove chat the Mahometanys receive 
the Goſpel, be obſeryes, that tho they be- 


lieve 104 to be ſent from Heaven, yet four 
of them ate only obligatory. He quotes the 
Names of ſeveral Writers, to prove this par- 


W ticularly in reſpect of the Goſpel, but he ar- 
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tificially omits their words. He doth nor u- 
ſually omit the opportunity of decking the 
Page with large Citations, but his Authors 
faild him here, for they all put together, 

ove only that a hundred and four were once 
Foot from Heaven, but make no diſtinction in 
fayour of the Chriſtian Goſpel. I will pro- 
duce at length the words of Reland's Theo- 
logy . Theſe Books are in number 104, 
x AP God ſent ten to Adam, fifty to Seth, 
thirty to Enoch, ten to Abraham, one to 
Moſes, one to Jeſus, which is the Goſpel, one 
to David, which is the Pſalter, and one to 
Mahomet, which ts the Alcoran; he that 
renounces theſe Volumes, or doubts of them, 
or part of them, is certainly an Unbeliever. 
The Profeſſion likewiſe of Facob ben Sid: , 
upon which he lays much ſtreſs, is as follows. 
25 them believe in the Scripture which 
was ſent to the Apoſtles, which is by their 
common Opinion, divided into 104 Books, 
whereof ten were ſent to Adam, fifty to 
Seth, thirty to Enoch, ten to Abraham, the 
Law to Moſes, the P/alter to David, the 
Goſpel to la, or Jelus, laſtly the Alcoran to 
Mahomet. From theſe Citations, the Tarkiſh 
Canon of Scripture appears very different from 
what Nazarenus hath repreſented it, , the 
Goſpel is acknowledg'd in common with the 
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Fables and Fooleries of Adam, Seth, Enoch, 
&c. and it is of all rogether, not of the four 
diſtinctly, that he who doubts. is declar'd an 
® .Unbeliever. I do therefore from this, and 
bother Reaſons, aver, that he hath utter'd a 
Fäalſhood, in ſaying, that it is the conſtant 
and general belief of Mahometans, that theſe 
four Books conſtiture the Foundation of their 
Religion, or that Mahometi ſin is generally 
call'd the Religion of four Book S. 

But I cannot ſee the neceſſity of running to 
old Authors for the Proof of a Fact, wherein 
information might be had from living Wit- 
neſſes. Nazarenus to prove this his favou- 
rite Point, . ſhould have apply'd to his Corre- 
ſpondenrs of Mit and Worth ont of Europe, 
for I gueſs he means ſome in Tarki/h Aſia) 


he ſhould have deſir'd his Mahometarn Friends 
on this, or the other ſide the Water, to give 
it under their hands, or get an authentick De- 


& claration from the Mufti, that they do re- 
ceivye, and daily read the Goſpel of Barnabas, 
or ſome other. But he is, and ever will be, 
wanting in ſuch Evidence; and it is probable 
that the Muſſulmen will no more thank him 
for miſrepreſenting their Faith, than we ſhall, 

for libelling ours. inn 
Tho' Mahomet frequently refers to the 
Goſpel, yet he doth no where direct, or per- 
mit his Followers to uſe it, but inculcates to 
his Readers, that the Subſtance of the old 
Scriptures is contained in the Alcoran, we 
E 2 have 
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bave taught in the Alcoran all that is profi- 
table for the Salvation of Men. And in 
another place, he ſets aſide the neceſſity of 
all other Books, by aſſuring them, that this 
Book (ſpeaking of his own) containeth our 
Commandments, and all that we beretofore 
commanded the Prophets. „ | 

? Fryar Richard, in his judicious Conſuta- 
tion of the Saracens, obſetves, that they af- 
firm'd that the Alcoran contain'd all that 
was good in the Goſpel, and that there was 
no more need of it. So that tho' Mahomet 
and his Followers allow. the Goſpel to have 
been formerly ſent from Heaven to eſis, 
(for that is their groſs way of expreſſion). yet 
they aſſign it only a temporal uſe, and believe 
that whatever is uſeful in it, is tranſcrib'd in- 
to their Alcoran. Mr. Herbelot obſetves, 
that the Mahometans are fo far from reading 
our ſacred Books, that they have wrote to 
prove the unlaw fulneſs of citing any Paſſages 
from thence. But whatever may be thought 
in general of their receiving a Goſpel, it doth 
manifeſtly appear, that they knew nothing of 
this of Barnabas. Their common Opinion 
is, as I faid before, that the Goſpel was 
ſent from Heaven, and that Jeu himſelf, 
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not any of his Apoſtles, was the Publiſher 
F 

N The difference that there appears to be be- 

tween the ſacred Books us'd by the Chri- 


in the Alcoran, is no proof that the Maha- 
netaus have any particular Copies of their 
own. The abovementioned * Mr. Herbelut 


obſerves, that all that the Muſſulmen cite 
* from the Goſpel, whether doctrinal, or hi- 


ftorical, hath ſome foundation in the ſame 
Goſpel, but they give it always ſome new 
turn, that it may not appear borrow'd from 
* Zhe Chriſtians, and to perſuade the ignorant 
* that they have the true Originals in their 
Hande, which notwithſtanding they could ne- 
ver yet produce. | 
| If chis matter be carefully examin'd, we 
may find the footſteps of our own true Goſ- 
Is in the Alcoran, blended with the groſs 
rgetfulneſs of the Impoſtor, and heretical 


Opinions of Neftorians. Nazarenus is ver 


artificial, hut much miſtaken, when he inf1- 
nuates that they were extracted from the firſt 
Originals of C riſtianity. For it manifeſtly 
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appears from the way of expreſſion, that they 
were taken from the Scriptures of that time *, 
as they were diſguis d and miſinterpreted by 
the Hereticks in Arabia. Thus the frequent 
appellation of Jeſus the Son of Mary, which 
is the conſtant ſtyle of the Alcoran, was ne- 
ver known to ancient Writers, and was ap- 
parently taken from the Neſtorians, who 
would . the Bleſſed Virgin call'd the * Mo- 
ther of” Chriſt, and not the Mother of God, 
The Mahometans in repreſenting the Chriſtian 
Trinity, ſuppoſe the Virgin Mary to be one 
of the Perſons ; which muſt have been owing 
to the Calumnies of the Neſtorian Hereticks, 
who were very active in giving an ill turn to 
the reſpect paid to her by the Chriſtians: at 
that time, which indeed was grown to a too 

reat height in the fourth Century; in ſome 

arts of Arabia, as Epiphanius tells us, the 
Name of Afvciators which is given to the 


e Fatemur enim eſſe Muhammediſmum conſutum non ex 
Judaiſmo tantùm & Gentiliſmo, ſed & Chriſtianiſmo, - 
das dhe licèt, & ut plurimùm hęreticà pravitate ita cor- 
rupto, ut imperitioribus vere O perrixeg)er elſe potu- 
erit. Nec mirandum eſt in ea quoque Religione haud obſcu- 
ras. veteris Chriſtianiſmi apparere ſtricturas, cujus princi- 
pium Alcoranus ex ipſis quoque ſacræ Scripturæ expreſſis 
verbis conſtat. Ut nulli ambigamus, quin cuique ob- 
vium fit futurum, neminem poſt hominum memotiam, in 
nova cudenda Religione ita vafrum fuifſe & verſipellem, qui 
cum de ſuo vix pauca addiderit, ſed vel ex utriuſque tefta- 
menti libris vel Judæorum traditionibus omnia matukrir, 
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| Chriſtians by the Impoſtor, is apparently ow- 
ing to the falſe Suggeſtions of rhe fame He- 
reticks, who call'd the Orthodox Doctrine 
SE Tritheiſm*, So likewiſe Neſtorius blaſphe- 
# mouſly calling our Saviour (Oeg yay) the 
8 Inſtrument of God, and by that expreſſion, 
excluding him from all inherent Virtue and 
Power, gave occaſion to the Mahometans af. 
firming, that Feſas did no Miracles by him- 
ſelf *fGod cleans'd the Lepers, and raid 
the dead by Jeſus, he created a Bird by him, 
and others of that fort, but this muſt be at- 
tributed to God, not to Man, who was the: 
Inſtrument. There are many other inſtances 
of a Conformity of Sentiments between the 
Alcoran, and the Arian or Neſtorian Here- 
ticks; and I venture poſitively to affirm, that 
from their Calumnies and Miſrepreſentations, 
and not from any ancient Originals, Maho- 
net borrow'd his Chriſtian Notions. 
f cannot forbear adding another Proof of 
this, from the aſſiſtance that the Impoſtor 
bad from a Renegado Monk. Nazarenus, 
for the Honour of Mahomet, denies this Fact, 
and impudently obſerves, that Sergius hath 
= /erVv'd a world of fine pur poſes. I will rea- 
& dily grant, that the Moderns have miſtaken 
the true Name of this Monk, which indeed is 
not call'd Sergius by any of the Eaſtern Wii. 
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ters, but they all agree 
he lent his Aſſiſtance to the Impoſtor. Har- 
tholomæus Eadeſſenus calls him Pachyras, 


and Fryar Richard, Bahiras, both which 


are nearly the ſame in the Eaſtern way of 
Pronunciation. The learned Dean of Nor- 
wich obſerves, that this word ſignifying a 
Camel, that for ſome merit wasdiſcharg'd from 


all future Service, was ſignificantly beſtow'd 


by the Arabians upon this Monk, and there- 


fore ſuppoſeth, with great Probability, that 


he was called by both Names, which removes 
all the difficulty. 
To ſumm up the evidence of this matter, 


it appears very plain, that Mr. To/and hath 


not brought any proof, that the-Mahometans 
read his Goſpel of Barnabas, or any other. 
They reckon the Chriſtian Goſpel among the 
104 inſpired Books, but think che ſubſtance 
of them all contain'd in their own Alcoran, 
which, without any other Books, they ſup- 
poſe to contain all things neceſſary for Sal- 
vation; and their different repreſentation of 
ſome Facts, proves not that they have any 
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different Copies of our Goſpel, but only that 
they were miſguided by the Prejudices of that 
VNVeſtorian Monk, whether call'd Sergius, or 
# Bahira, by whom Mahomet was aſſiſted. I 
& would add, that the Italian Tranſlation of 
Barnabas hath not oblerv'd the Mahometan 

| Style, in rendring it Barnaba Apaſtolo ſuo, 
Barnabas his Apoſtle; for the Mahometan 
Arabians call the Followers of Jeſus, Hava- 
& 7/017, which ſignifies Whitencrs, but never 
8 4/roſoul Apoſtles, which Name, as facred, 
they beſtow upon rhe Followers of Mahomer. 
The Obſervation I would make from hence, 
is, that this Mahometan Tranſlator hath as 


little skill and accuracy, as his Patron. 
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. ene CH AP. VI. 
i Of the Integrity of our preſent K crip- 
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Hough the Mabometans own our Scrip- 
2 tures in the grols, yet leſt they ſhould 
be preſsd by any Arguments from thence , 
they have found out a Subterſuge to evade the 
force of them, by pretending that theſe our 
Scriptures are chang'd and corrupted. The 
Dean of Norwich hath moſt judiciouſly ob- 


— 


—— — — IO 
— OP - IT 


LE Lt. 


——_ 


i Life of Mahomer, 


* ſervd 


— 


—— — 


— 
_—— 
> « » 
1 — * * — — 
2 — » TS x <a >< Y T 


n uU 
— — — 


—— — — 
3 tr oo 
r - 


NY = 


— 


— — — 
— £2.24 We W — 


— 


— q - n — « 
— — yu — 
54s 2 q (ES ——— 
—— — _—_ > wo - = W , 


— —___—_ T ˙ — _ Farris K — — 
4 2 ” — ———U—ä—ũ—: vw «„ 2 ˙ ä — —ñ — 
a 7 o : S m__— —— 
— 2 2 * 
—— ——— * 


— 2 


1 = = — 
—U— — - 
- 2 


—_ AY, . — 
— 


_ — — — - 5 _ * 
E r n 
* — 
—— . « * 5 e 


I 
n 
- a — 
2 


* 


Lo © 
CET 


. ——̃ — — 
* 7 E — 7 > # n 


wings * - 


8 —„— 


. — 
— 

— — 
. 


- 4 Ati, 
— 7 — 7 — * — 2 
— wt. = 5 


34 Remarks upon NAZARENUS. 


ſerv'd, that this Conduct is much wiſer than 
that of our S$:crinians, who, with Mahomet, 
denying the Holy Trinity, and the Divinity 
of our Saviour, yet {till allow the holy Scrip- 
tures, as now in our hands, to be genuine 
and uncorrupted, with which their Doctrine 
is in the molt manifeſt manner totally incon- 
ſiſtent. Nazarenus hath therefore ſcorn'd 
the mean Sophiſtry and low Artifice of this 
fort of Unbelievers; and more conſiſtently 
with himſelf, hath eſpous'd the Mahometan 
Sentiments in this particular. He hath in 
great meaſure made their Objections his own, 
and thinks it no Objection againſt Barnabas's 
Goſpel, that there are viſible Interpolations 
5 it, becauſe no Goſpel is exempt from 
hem. 

I ſuppoſe he brings the omiſſion of our Sa- 
viour's Genealogy in the Nazarean Goſpel, 
and the 1r;h Manuſcript, as a proof of inter- 
$4.6] Scriptures ; and that he may not come 

chind any Muſſulman of them all, in their 
daring, though ſtupid Conjectures, he propo- 
ſeth it as a grave Query for Travellers, whe- 
ther any Copics of the Holy Scriptures, with 
Mahomet's Name in them, can be found to 
confront with ours. 

As to the Genealogy, it is ſufficient to ob- 


Herve of it, not only that it is in all the old 


Verſions, and Greek Manuſcripts ſeen by 
Dr. Mills, but it hath withal the atteſtation 


of the earlieſt Ages. Africanus endeavour'd 
e 
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to reconcile the difference between the Gene- 
alogies of St. Matthew and St. Luke, and 
his method of accommodating it is preſerv'd 
by * Euſebins. | Cerinthus and .Carpocras , 
who were Hereticks in the latter end of the 
firſt Century, made uſe of this very Genealo- 
gy (a ſure proof of its Exiſtence at that time) 
to goon that Jeſus Chrift was a mere Man, 
and truly born of Joſeph and Mary, The 


| \ omiſſion of it in the Goſpel of the Nagaræ- 


ans is no Proof againſt it, becauſe they us'd 
not the Goſpel of Sr. Matthew, as hath been 
thought by Buse, but a particular Goſpel of 
their own. The ſeparation of it in the Iriſh 
& Manuſcript, might as well be occaſiond by 
the Miſtake, as the deſign of the Tranſcriber ; 
but let that be as it will, it is not ſo ancient 
as ſingly to raiſe any Queſtion about the 


Text. 
But as to the eraſing of Mahomet's Name, 


or the changing of Per yclete for Paraclete, it 
is ſo ſorry a piece of Criticiſm, that it deſerves 
no anſwer. The Conjecture was however ſo 
ſuitable to Nazarenus's Skill in Greek, and 
KReſpect for Chriſtianity, that he could not dil- 
commend it *. I would only obſerve of it, 


* Eccl. Hiſt. lib. i. c. 7. | 
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that this wretched Pun hath as little ſupport 
from the Language, as it hath from Truth; 
for not to mention that Periclyte, or IIe 
xAvres is no Scripture Word, I deny, and 
challenge him to prove it, that it anſwers 
to Fry Senſe of the Arabian Word Mubam- 
med. | 

But becauſe Nagarenus ſlily inſinuates, that 
Travellers in their ſearches may ſind many 
more various Readings and Interpolations in 
the Scriptures, I cannot think it unſeaſonable 
to prevent the Miſchief he deſigus; by offer- 
ing thoſe general Arguments that may aſſure 
us of their lutegrity. 

The Holy Scriptures are not only in a ber- 
ter condition than any other old Books, but 
are, in the nature and ſubject matter of them, 
free from all ſuſpicions of deſign'd Corruptions. 
It was not poſſible, but they being to be pre- 
ſerv'd by buman Arts, and to be frequently 
tranſcrib'd by lazy or ignorant Writers, might 
admit of ſome litteral Variations, but they are 
none of them ſuch as corrupt or diſguiſe the 
comfortable Truths there reveal'd ; there are 
few of theſe various Readings, but their Ori- 
ginal may be accounted for, from the ſimili- 
tude of Letters or Sounds, or from ſome ſuch 
Cauſe. But I challenge Nagarenus to point 
out any, that favour the Deſigus of Prieſts, 
or pervert in any degree the nature of our In- 
ſtitution. The Jews have been charg'd . 

rac 
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the ® Chriſtians with on the ſacred Text, 
but the agreement of it in the main parts with 
the Greek Tranſlation, that is older than our 
Saviour, ſufficiently acquits them. Divine 
Providence, by this early Tranſlation of the 
Hebrew, prevented all juſt ſuſpicions of Fraud, 
and hath likewiſe by this means provided for 
the greater Purity of the Old Teſtament ; for 
the Greek Verſion being older than moſt of 
the variations of the Hebrew Text, can eaſi- 
ly bring them to the primitive Standard. 

The Jews about our Saviour's time, from 
a myſtical way of airs og which they 
were very fond of, and which is an Enemy 
co all accuracy in Languages and Criticiſm, 
neglected very much their Copies, which may 
account for ſome differences in Joſephus and 
Philo from our preſent Scriptures. But after 
they were engag'din diſpute with the Chriſtians 
about the Truth of the Meſſiah, they ſtuck very 
cloſely to the Letter of the Text, and were 
ſo accurate, in the numbring of Words and 
Letters, that it was not poſſible that any Al- 
W tcrations ſhould come in after. This appears 
true in fact, ſince the Hebrew Text hath 
ſcarce receiv d any Alteration theſe 1300 Vears, 
from the exact agreement of it with St. Je- 
rome s Tranſlation. | 

The New Teſtament being wrote in a bet- 
ter known Language, and being more intelli- 
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18755 and obvious in the ſenſe of it, was not 
jable to near ſo much Variation as the He- 
brew. But this appears farther true, becauſe 
the Copies of the Goſpels were, as ſoon as 
they were wrote, diſpers'd over the moſt di- 
ſtant parts of the World. 

The early diſperſion of the New Teſtament, 
whereyer the Faith was preach'd (and that ir 
was in forty Years over the whole Roman 
Empire) muſt remove all ſuſpicion of Fraud, 
ſince there could be no Interpolation, but ma- 
ny hundreds in very diſtant Places muſt con- 
cur in the Cheat. The Chriſtians have not 
done. with their Scriptures, as the Mahome- 
tans have done with their Alcorau, but have 


openly expos'd them to publick view, and 


truſted them in the meaneſt hands. They 
were likewiſe read publickly in their daily 
Worſhip, ſo that no Change could be made, 
but every one muſt be appriz'd of it ; and their 
nicety upon the leaſt variation, appears from 
a Story that » St. Auſtin tells, that a Paſſage 
in Jonah being read by the Biſhop's Order in 
Jerom's Tran — the hearing roy of one 
ſtrange Word, rais'd a Tumult in the People. 


— 


o Nam quidam frater noſter Epiſcopus, cum lectitari in- 
ſtituiſſet in Eecleſià cui præeſt interpretationem tuam, mo- 
vit quiddam Jonge aliter abs te poſitum apud Jonam Prophe- 

tam, quam erat omnium ſenſibus memoriæque invetera- 
rum, & tot ætatum ſucceſſionibus decantatum : factus eſt 
tumultus in plebe, maximè Gre:zis arguentibus & inclaman- 
tibus calumniam falſitatis. Aug. Epiſt. ad Hieron. * 


But 
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But farther, as the Rules of our holy Faith 
forbid all manner of Fraud, ſo the ſubject 
matter would not admit of it. If the Chri- 
ſtians had been fo wicked as to change any 
part of their Text, they would have done it 


in ſome particular for the ſecular Advantage 
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and Honour of their Inſtitution. They would 
have ſoften'd or accommodated the Difficul- 
ties of their Faith, and made it more accep- 
table to that Pride of Underſtanding and Cor- 
ruption of Will which are predominant in Man- 
kind: They would have qualify'd the ſevere 
Duties of Scelf- denial and Mortification, which 
put them to ſo much trouble in their Practice, 
or expoſe them to Scandal and Reproach in 
their omiſſion. v Fryar Richard, in his Con- 
futation of the Saracens, judiciouſly oblerves, 
that the Chriſtians, if they had taken this 
wicked Liberty of altering their Scriptures, 
would not have left there fo diſreputable a 
Fact as the Crucifixion of their Maſter; nor, 
as he ſaith, could it be matter of human In- 
vention, that the ſame Perſon ſhould, by his 
Sufferings and Exaltation, be both God and 
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40 Remarks upun NaꝝZARRENUS. 7 
The great Analogy and Proportion of one 
of our Faith with the other, is likewiſe ; 
a certain Evidence that the Scriptures are not 
corrupted. Theſe Changes muſt have been 
made to favour ſome novel Opinion, which 
would have been diſſonant to the reſt. Such 
an addition would have ſtood out from the reſt 
of the Building, and by its diſproportion have 
ſhew'd that it was not the Coutrivance of the 
firſt Maſter-workman. There is certainly an 
exact Harmony between the ſeveral Doctrines 
of the Goſpel, and there would need no bet- 
ter proof of the Truth or Falſity of any Opi- 
nion, than its agreement or diſagreement with 
the reſt. I could make this out by many In- 
ſtances, if it were ſeaſonable in this place; but 
I would only obſerve, that as the Primitive 
Chriſtians made ule of this Analogy of Faith, 
as a Standard to try all new Opinions by, ſo 
this Rule, if it were now purſued, might Put 
an end to many Controverſi es. 
Another Proof that the Scriptures neither 
are, nor could be corrupted, may be taken 
from the frequent repetition of the ſame Do- 
ctrine. If any Doctrine of Chriſtianity were 
receiv'd by the ſingle Teſtimony of one Paſ- 
ſage, any Alteration might have been more 
eaſily made, but there is no Truth, that 1 
know of, which is not prov'd by great numbers 
of Texts. Whoſoever therefore, in favour of 4 
any Opinion of his own, would have * $ 
the Scriptures, had a difficult work on his Z 
| | | _ hands, 
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hands, and muſt not pervert one Paſſage ot + 
ly, but many. Thus for inſtance, the ortho- 
* tos Chriſtians cannot fairly be accus'd of de- 
ſignedly inſerting the diſputed Paſſage of St. 
; be, there be three that bear witneſs in 
Heaven, becauſe the Doctrine of the Trinity 
being founded upon many other Paſſages, they 
muſt be equally ſuppos'd to have forg d them 


all. And this I take to be the reaſon Why a 
particular Providence did not fo watch over 
the Scriptures, that there ſhould not be one 
& various reading in them, which would have 
been abſolutely neceſſary, if the certajtity of 
any one Doctrine had depended upon any ſin- 
glc Text; fince;/howſbever any one Paſſay 

may be perverted, yet from the general.” 
nour of others, the Deſigu of the ſpiced Wa. 


ters may eaſily be gather'd. 


ia their Co 


= The laltA nt that 1 would-offer for 
| the Putity of the ſacred Text, is the Malice 
and Watchfulneſs of Hereticks in all times. 
Theſe were che moſt likely to corrupt the 
& Scriptures theniſelves, and would be che for- 
vwardeſt to charge that Fault upon others. 
There have been in all Ages Enemies to our 
Faith, of as much Malice and Knowledge as: 
5 Nazarenus, who would have been very ldud 
bn G this pero if pd had 
on. 4 Cel/is onating a few, 
7 0 ee 


9 
3 # 2 * A 4 . . 2 ” on % 


* been * 


_ 1 —— 


* — p Ty WIR Nis wn „ 5 , Tus 22» 
Mag 2 TWs din * „, J & Thy aa. Au. 
1170 


42 Remarks upon NAZARENUS:\ 
objected to the Chriſtians the Corruption of 
their Copies; but was directly anfwered by 
Origen, with a flat denial to the Charge: 
And he obſerves, that the thing had been at- 
tempted by none but the Marcionites and Va- 
lentinians: and that this therefore was no 
more an Objection againſt true Chriſtianity, 
than Epicuritm was to true Philofophy. The 
weak Objections which have been made againſt 
our holy Faith upon this Head, are to its Ad- 
vantage; and it is moſt certain, that if greater 
Diligence be us'd in ſearching for other anci- 
ent Copies, they will abundantly fer forth the 
Purity of the Scriptures, and expoſe the vio- 
lence of their and our Enemies. Thoſe facred 
Writings, in ſpite of the Searches or Scoffings 
of Unbelievers, will ſtil continue ro be the 
Records of Truth, and the Evidences and 
Pledges of bur Salvation, and ſpeak as plainly 
and intelligibly the Will of God, as they did 
at their firſt delivery. I would obſerve to Na- 
zarenus and his Friends, that they prove by 
theſe Attempts, better Friends to the Serip- 
tures than they deſigu, and that by bringing 
ſo weak Objections, they ſtrengthen that Cauſe 
they would deſtroy. r. 
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e, fancies that he hath given 4 
4.Y iclearer: Account than is commonly to be 
met, of the Mahometan Sentaments in rela- 
ton to Jeſus and the Goel, and that it 17 
not-without: ground, that he hath repreſen- 
ted them as a fort of Chriſtians, and not the 
worſt ſort neither, whereupon he makes ſome 
diſtant Overtures for their Toleration. He is 
not ſingular in this Point, for the late Pro ſeſ- 
ſor Reland hath given a favourable, and in 
ſome reſpects a falſe Account of them, and 
makes them to be bely' d and miſrepreſented 
by the Chriſtian Writers, in reſpect of the 
Abſurdities and Fables of the Alcoran. There 
have been likewiſe ſome amongſt our ſelves, 
that out of Ignorance, or ill Will to their 
own Religion have profeſs'd to think better 
of them than they deſerve. A Phyſician of 
ſome note, a few Years ago wrote, as it is 
laid, a thorough Defence of their Sentiments, 
a Manuſcript Copy of which have ſeen, and 
it is ſurpriſing, that among the many unbe- 
lieving Books that have been lately publiſh'd, 
this ſhould eſcape. I é think it therefore nor 
unſeaſonable to ſet forth in ſhort the Maho. 
* 2 -- We tat 
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metan Sentiments in relation to the Chriſtian 


Ret; jon, tl t the e ene aaron 
of Chriſtianity is approy d by Nagarenus. 
* MahometiJ is properly compos'd.of, two 
Parts, the one of which is a mixture of An- 
tichriſtian Opinions, the other is the remains 
of old Arabian Superſtitions. Ag to the for- 
mer, it is certain that there is ing laid 
Chriſtian Sentiments, but in direct oppoſition 
to them. And therefore he doth not tell 
what is, but What is not to be heliev'd of 
Tefis.. Arabia had for ſome time ſwarm d 
with Hereticks many Denomivations, which 
1 different in other Sentimenrs, gene 
rally agreed to of Divi 1 
f God. Theſe certainly adher'd in great 
Numbers to the Impoſtor: for When Men 
have once left the ſtrait Paths of Truth, they 
know not where they ſhall ſtop, and ſame- 
Mabomet, in complement to theſe, and ho · 
ping to gain others, of the {lame Perſuaſion, 
doth for that rcaſop, with as much, Imperti- 
| Hence as Blaſphemy, repeat in every Page, 
that © Jeſut is a Servant like other Servants, 
that he' did no Miracles by bis c 
that God bath no Jon &c 185 
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As the Oppoſition of theſe Hereticks,made 
them very inſenſſble of the Merit and Neceſ- 
ſity of his Satisfaction, fo this encourag d the 
I to deny the Reality of his Death 
Reſurtection. The Interceſſion of our 
bleſſed Lord at God's right hand, is coufor- 
mably with the” reſt transform'd in a moſt 
arr N manner; for though they allow 
him to intercede upon ſome occaſions, yer 
he hath ho more right in this, than what all 
other Believers, Men as well as Women, have 
in the like cafe, to whom they impute as 
much Succeſs as ro him. Bat the moſt mon- 
ſtrous Opinion of the Mabometanc, is, that 
our bleſſed Lord will once more deſcend upon 
Earth, at. d deſcend S ou e v 
ter, as to pray to, anc govern'd by Ma 
homet : 4 1 this reſpect it is to be con- 
fes d, that the Impoſtor hath been, in this 
b Aſſertion, far outdone hy his 
lowers.” ' However, both he and they a- 
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© Chriſtamne ergo intercedere pro piis credunt Muflimi? 
— ſed & credentibus hoc trihuitur. ar- 


Ubi vero. deſcendet (Feſws) ita deſcendet ut actiones 
yas componat ex inſtituto Muhammedis, & preces fundat 
ad eum converſus, perinde ac fi er ex ſectatoribus e · 
eſſet. Iden ex Commentar. Alc, p. 34. a f 

w. Alc. chap. 9. 18. Warner. p. 38. Anonymi confutatio 
Muhammed, Edit. per le Moyne, P. 448. | 
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ling Jeſus Chriſt the Son of God. At firſt 
Gohr one would think that Mahormer,accord- 
ing to the Fate of moſt Lyars had contradicted 
himſelf in thus condemning the Chriſtians ; 
for. in the fifth Chapter of the Alcoran he 
gives them a good Character; but it is evi- 
dent that he there means thoſe Chriſtian He- 
reticks, who oppos'd the Relief. of our Sa- 
viour's Divinity; but whoſoever did eſpouſe 
it, he calls them Aſſociators and Infidels, and 
dooms them to future Puniſument. The Re- 
ligion therefore of Mahomer, ſo far as it con- 
cerns his Sentiments of our Lord, is nothing 
but Arianiſin or  Neſtoriani/m, and conſiſts 
in oppoſing that fundamental Article of our 
Faith, which diſtinguiſheth it from all others. 
The other part of Mabometiſin, namely 
their Circumciſion, their Abſtinence from 
Wine, Blood and Swines Fleſh, and their Pil - 
grimage to Mecca, was the popular Religi- 
on of the Coraſhite Tribe, which the Impo- 
ſtor thought fit to retain. It is particularly a 
great Miſtake to attribute their Uſe of Cir- 
cumciſion to the Jews, for the Arabrians 
undoubredly retain'd it by Tradition from 
3 CHOY Es 7.9 6 08” — ro conan WEWISTS £5 557Tk FLAKAL 
x. Toy 5 &v 'IruanAitas reg xo} Aer i 7e ws wass 
a eriν,ẽů Tarr acdexgel ei; ws ige nei ewran, Orig. Phi 
loc. cap. 23. Multarum ex quaque parte gentium & maxime 
quz Judzz Palæſtinæque confines ſunt, uſque hodiè populi 
circumciduntur — & omnis regio Saracenorum, q uz 
habitat in ſolitudine. Hieronym. Comm. in Jeremiam. vide 
Pocockii ſpecimen Hiſt, Arabia, Reland, relig. Muhammed. L 1, 
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Remarks upon NAZaxxx US. 47 
Iſhmael. The! Arabians likewiſe had a great 
Abhorrence of Blood, from whom undoubr- 
edly the Alcoran borrow d it, and not as Na- 
zare#us imagines from the firſt Chriſtians. 
The learned Hottinger hath in many Parti- 


"i culars ſhew'd the Conformity between the 


Mabometan Rites, and thoſe of the old Sa. 
beans, and the ſame Matter hath been like- 
wiſe proſecuted by #arner ; a Manuſcript of 
which was laid up in the Library at Leiden, 
but hath ſince: been ſtole from thence. Ne- 
land informs us, that if this Book were ex- 
tant we ſhould” find that many things which 
ate attributed to Mabomet as the Author, 
were in uſe long beſore his time; and men- 
tions particularly the Worſhip of one Gcd 
without Idolatry, Circumciſion, F requency 
of Pray ers, the religious Journies to Mecca, 
and the Abſtinence from Wine 0 
1 would obſerve from hence, that we ge- 
nerally attribute greater Succeſs to Mahomer 
than he really had; for he doth not ſeem ſo 
much to bave-eſtabliſh'd a new Religion, as 
to have ſettled and put in Order an old one. 
He comply'd with the popular Notions of his 
Countreymen, and afterwards by the Aſſiſt- 


— — — 


r 
at the. Mo. 4 


„ Hotting. Hiſt, Orient, lib. i. c. 8. * Hiſt: Orient. ib; 
Si Teuini Warner; Commentarius Manuſcriptus de mori- 


bus Arabum ante Mohammedem, qui olim in Bibliotheca 
_ Lugduno-Batavya fuit, extaret; deprehende remus multa quæ 


Mohammedi ut auctori tribuuntur, jamdiu ante Mohamme- 
dem in uſu fuiſſe. Relang, lib, 2. | | 
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ance of their Arms prop theſe Notions 
into the N - How different, 4s 
in all other Re 35 * ly in 
this, was the — of the Chriſtian 2 
on, that comply'd not with the ar Su- 
perſtitions, the philoſophical Notions, or the 
corrupt Practices of the Age, but di op- 
pos'd chem ! Whereas Mahometiſin comply d 
with all theſe; and is ſo far from ſhewing the 
great Artifice of the Impoſtor, that a great 
part of it was in vogue long before his rime; 
this Matter deferyes to be confider'd by'thoſe; 


who with as little Judgtnent as Piety compare 
the Succeſs of Mahome?'s popular ' flattering 


Errors, which he rather dig 
ed, with the ſevere and 
of our bleſſed Lord. It is farther to be ob- 
ſerv'd, that as the Chriſtian Hereticks by fall- 


ſunk from one ſtep to another, till they be- 
came the Followers of that vile Impoſtor; ſo 
we ſhould at this Day conſider ho neceſſa · 
ry this Article, now ſo much d, is to 


the Life and Being of the Chriſtian Religion, 


and that for want of early oppoſing the 
Growth of Arias or Hocinian Notions, God 
may deſervedly remove his Candleſtick- out 


of this Nation, and give us up, as be did 
the half Chriſtians of the ſevent 


Century, to 
ſome ſuch Deluſion. Fee e d 
But I muſt not fo far forget my Subject, as 
to omit obſerving wat ſort of Chriſtians are 
in 


eſted than invent - 
Hdenying Truths 


Goch 
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X in Nazarenns's Eſteem, who notwithſtanding, 
XX have nothing of Chriſtian in their Religion 
but the Oppoſition toit, and who take no 
notice of che great Author and Finiſher of 
© our Faith, but by a negative Creed and reviling 
Blaſphemies. However his Expreſſion of M- 
bometam Chriſtianity is the only Paſſage of 
his Book which I do not condemn, provided. 
he would mean by it, not the Mauſſulmams on 
the other ſide the Water, but the Socinianus 
here. Theſe may truly and properly be termd 
Mabometan Chriſtians, having zeviv'd the 
| Notions. and repeated the Blaſphemies of the 
XX worſt, Hereticks of Antiquity. They agree 
in many Particulars with theſe miſerable Sects 
df Ne/ariazs, who fell in with the Impoſtor 
MAMahomet; and where- ever they have fertled, 
as it is Matter of Fact in Paland, they have 
ruin'd the whole Face of Religion. I cannot 
underſtand the great Difference between our 
Vnitarians and - Mahometans, bating ſome 
popular Superſtitions, nor do I for that Rea - 
bon allow che latter to be Chriſtians, but de- 
ny both tobe ſ jn oo 4d 
The greateſt Proteſtants have been for- 


» Degmata'#ſorum plenifimè eadem ſunt cum dogmati- 
bus Turcatu mn. ——— Nth docent Sociniani quin hoc , 
dad docegut Mahomeranz, & aliquando tolerabilius. Maccov. 
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11. l. Pol. cap. 17. Metuo ne hc doctrina Mabometiſmo 
aditom gcuat, & exitium portendat florentiſſimis rebus pub- 

licis quæ hos errores ferunt. Joſ. Simlerus. Vide Hornbeck, 

Summ. Controverſiarum. l. 7, N. B. The Racovian Cate» 

chiſm was burnt by Order of Parliament, in the Tear 1658, 

about ve Months before Cromwell's Death... |; 
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merly very watchfll againſt the Growth of 
the Unibarian Notions, and have in their 
Diſcourſes call'd them Mabomotams. © Hot- 
tinger hath in the laſt Edition of his Oriental 
Hiſtory wrote a Diſſertation to prove the Con- 
formity of their Sentiments, which he hath 
made out in many Particulars. There have 
not heen wanting Propoſals of Accommoda- 
tion on the Hocinian ſide, if the“ Eetter pre- 
ſented by ſome of them to the Morocco Am- 
baſſador in the Vear 1684, be genuine, as it 
is generall belicy'd; there they call them- 
{elves Fellou- Champions for the Truth; they 
ackngwledg'd that God had raid Mahomer 
to defend the Faith with the Sword, and 
promiſe their Aſſiſtance in Mering Materials 
to repair the Platform of their — — 
To return therefore to Mahometan'Chriſtiani- 
5 the Expreſſion hath more Propriety in it 
than would appear at firſt View, and without 
Breach of Truth and Charity, may be be- 
ſtow'd upon thoſe who flatly deny the divine 
Character of the Son of God. Theſe Soci- 
nian under the Diſguiſe of Proteſtants are not 
Chriſtians, and out of a pretended Zeal a- 
gainſt Popery, to which they are the beſt 
Friends, reyile all Decency in the Church, 
and Faith in Religion. I do allow that Mr. 
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Tolaud is not concern'd in the Party of the 

Socinians,.. whom he eb diſclaims ,. but 

could not omit this fair Opportunity of ok 
a ſeaſonable Caution againſt them. 
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Cu AP. vm | fr 
& the Nazarzans or Ebionites. 


1 174 


Tris not very eaſ. y to account for the Con. 
nexion of my Subject, and it appears 
ſomewhat incongruous to paſs at once from 
Mahometan Chriſtianity. to the Nazar an 
and Ebionites. But I follow the lde 
and irregular Steps of an Adverlary e 
beſt Defence ſeems to be his want of 7980 
and Method, and whole Arguments, as Wea! 
as they are, would appear much weaks r 1 
their Meaning and ee were more ap: 
parent. . 
However, let us try to make out the, Con- 
nexiou of two ſo very different Subjects; 7 
Goſpel of Barnabas abules Paul tor. being 
Deceiver, and therefore to thew, the Antzqu 
ty and Orthodoxy of the Turkiſh Eyang IN 
in this Point, he brings out the A2 2 
as joining in the ſame Clamours. > 
Theſe Nazarzans or Ebionites, for they 
were the lame Sect under different Names, 
9%, were, 
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were, according to him, the firſt and only 
Chriſtians, and probably no worſe Chriſtians, 
in his Account, for reviling St. Paul, and re- 
jecting his Epiſtles as thoſe of an Enemy and 
an Impoſtor. They were not only injurious 
to the Apoſtle of the Gemiles, but to our 
© bleſſed Lord himſeèlf, whoſe miraculous Birth 
by the Virgin was deny'd by ſome of them, 
and his Divinity by all. The Courage or Skill 
of Nazarenus fail'd him here, for he ſhould 
either have boldly defended his Friends the 
Ebionites in this Point, or have ſhew'd how 
that Doctrine, which was follow'd by the firſt 
and only Chriſtians, became the ſingle Teſt of 
Chriſtianity afterwards. © He hath ranfack'd as 
much Antiquity as he could meet with, to 
prove that theſe Hereticks were nick nam'd 
and miſrepreſented, and that hey only under- 
ſtood the original Plan of Chriſtianity ; the 
want of Proofs on this Head he hath tupply'd 
with ill Language, and the Fathers who were 
not on his Side, as indeed there are very few, 
are run down by Raillery. | 

It will not however be a difficult, or an 
uſeleſs Task, to fer the Hiſtory of theſe old 
Hereticks in a clearer light. The Body of 
the Chriſtians were never call'd \Nazarenes , 


Eccl. Hiſt. 1. 3. c. 27. Theodoret. Hær. Fab. I. 2. Phila- 
ſtrius de Hæreſ. Epiph. Her. 30. Mercator in Neſforium. 
Prædeſtinat. I. 1. c. 10. n rt | 


Sectaries 
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SeQaries have not that Authority from the 
preſcription of their Name, as hath been 
thought. I have prov'd before, that there is 
a manifeſt diſtiuction both in the Etymology 
and Ort aphy, between that Name by 
which the Jews and Mahometans have call'd 
the Chriſtians, and that by which theſe He- 
reticks have ſtyl'd themſelves. It is a great, 
though a common Miſtake, that Nazarene 
was with their own Choice and Approbation 
the general Name of all the Believers, and that 
they who were for the Jewiſh Rites retain'd 
the Name, while the others ** it. It is 
worthy of Obſervation, that the Diſciples 
were calld Chriſtians at Ant ioch, whilſt the 
Goſpel was preach'd to Fews only; and it is 
therefore hard to account why the ei 
Converts ſhould call themſelves Nægar ram, 
and change a ſacred Name, given, as it ſeems, 
* by divine Appointment, for a worſe Deno- 
mination of their own. This is an undoubted 
Argument with me, that the Name of the 
Sect did not ariſe: from the general Appella- 
tion of the Body of Belieyers, but from their 
undue Separation from it. 

The Behaviour of the Nagaræ ant 
well with their Puritanick Name. 3 They 
made it a religious Rite to waſh every Day 
before Dinner, they would not ſuffer one of 
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another Religion to touch them, they ab- 
ſtain d from all Food that proceeded from liv- 
ing Creatures; which Superſtitions they pre 
tended to have learn d from Peter; aud con- 
formably to this Abſtinence, they 11 a great 
reſpect to Virginit y, tho oh they fell | 
from this in — —8 
ry even againſt their Will. If they had been 
in being when St. Paul wrote his Epiſtle to 
the ( s, one would think he referr'd to 
them, Chap. ii. V. 21. Touch not, taſte not, 
Handle not, &c. As alſo in his firſt Epiſtle to 
Timothy, Chap. iv. V. 3. Forbiddiug to mar- 
ry, and commanding to abſtain from meats 
which God had created to be receibd with 
giving of Thanks; but it is more probable 
chat he prophetically deſcrib'd: them, which 
indeed _—_— from the firſt Verſe, 
But Nazarenus is guilty of a manifeſt Falſ- 
hood, when he affirms that they interpreted 
Chriſtianity, as he doth; for they did not 
confine the Neceſſity of the Law to Feweſh 
Converts, but extended it to Gentile Chri- 
ſtians; not one Author that mentions them 
ſays, that they grounded their Doctrine upon 
the diſtinction of Few and Gentile, but they 
on the contrary give the reaſon of it from 
the infufficiency of the Goſpel Covenant, 
without theſe legal Obſervances. He is ſo far 
from having any one Ancient on his ſide in 
this matter, that even St. Auſtin, whom for 
want of underſtanding him better, he affirms 
"tg ro 
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to favour the Nazareans, "lays the quite 


contrary, that theſe would have the Gent ales 


cirumcis'd. 4 14 SIGHTS 54 
They retain'd not this Name of Nazare- 
ans | but one Ebian, à Diſciple of Ce- 
rinthus, having join d himſelf to them, they 
were thenceforward more generally call d 
bionites. They were in ſome time better 
known by this latter Name; and this is the 
true Reaſon Why Irenæus and Eufebins do 
not mention the Nagaræant, not that they 
accounted them orthodox, as Nagarenus in- 
ſinuates, but becauſe: they ſufficiently con- 
demnd them under the Name of Ebioni tes. 
Nor were they omitted by theſe Writers in 
the Catalogues of Writers for any other rea- 
ſon, but becauſe they were accounted the 
ſame Sect under tyWo denominations. Naza- 
renus was ſenſible that it would not be for 
the Honour of his Sect ro be call'd ſo from a- 
ny ſingle Perſon, ſince that alone is a mark 
of ſome Defection from the Truth; and 
therefore he repreſents them ſo call'd from the 
Poverty of their Circumſtances. or Diſpoſi- 
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n Hoc temperamentum cùm diſplicuiſſet quibuſdam ex 
circumciſione credentibus, qui bœc non intelligebant, in eã 
perverſitate manſerunt, ut & gentes cogerent judaizare. li 
ſunt. quos Fauſtus Symmachianorum vel Nazarenorum no- 
mine commemoravit, adv. Fauſtum lib. 18. BEN 
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tions, and denies that there was ever any 


ſach Perſon as Ebion in being; but on the 
contrary, I do not know any fact of Antiqui- 
8 better prov d, than that there was once 
uch a Perſon, and that he gave name to this 


Set. Ignatius, Fuſtin Martyr, and other 


Fathers, are ſaid by St. Jerom to have wrote 
againſt him; Tertullian expreſſly mentions 
him as the Diſciple and Succeſſor of the He- 
retick Cerinthus; Philaſtrius and Pacianus 

ee in the ſame Sentiment, and Mercator 
farther informs us, that he was originally a 


Stoick Philoſopher. All which Teſtimonies, 


with many more, Nagarenus either wanted 
the skill ro diſcover, or the Faithfulneſs to 


produce. ' Origen and Euſebius do indeed, 


in accounting for this Name, allade to rhe 
Hebrew Word for Poverty, but they do not 
deny Ebion to be the Founder of the Se. 
But beſides, the alluſion it ſelf is not juſt,” be- 


ing borrow'd from a Language that was not 
then us'd, and not from the Syriack, which 
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k Numquid non poſſum tibi totam veterum Scriptorum 


ſeriem commovere, Ignatium, Polycarpum, Ireneum, Juſti- 
num Martyrem qui adversus Ebionem & Theodotum 
Byzantium plena ſapientiæ volumina conſcripsèrunt. Hiero- 
2ym. adv. Helvid. Hujus ſucceſſor Ebion fuit, Cerintho non 
in omni parte conſentiens. Tertul. de prefcript; ſicuti voca- 
tur & adinventor ipſius erroris Ebion. vet. interpres. Ignatii 
ad Philad. quid poſterioribus temporibus Ebion & Apelles & 
Marcion. Pacianus Epiſt. ad Sy mp. Hebion diſcipulus Cerinth 
& Philaſtrius. Quod totum impietatis malum Pauli (Samo 
ſateni) ab Ebione magis Stoico Philoſopho tractum eſt,” Mar. 
Mercator in Neſtorium, | ERISA 
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was the Mother Tongue. I muſt cell Naza- 
reuus, that has with which he hath adorn d 
his Margin, is not in the Syr zack Copy, not 
in the / 4 oped Text of Munſter, nor doth it 
ever ſignify Eyangelical Poverty: He had 
better peud his critical Conjectures upon J- 
riſh, Whete he may hope few will examine 
him, than upon Oriental Learning, where he 
may be ſo eaſily detectee . 

The bionites were of two ſorts; they 
both agreed in aſſerting the Neceſſity of the 
7 and in believing the Son of God 
to be a mere Man; but they differ d in their 
Opinion of his Birth, part of them allowing 
his miraculous Birth b. the Virgin Mary, and 
pas deny.ing.ut.. - This Diviſion might be con- 
iſtent enough with their Riſe from Ebion; 
for though their Maſter, might aſſert Jeſu 
Chriſi to be a mere Man, yet he had left the 
matter of his Birth undetermin'd, which occa- 
ſiond a Diviſion among his Followers. The 
Fathers therefore do not act with that inex- 
cuſable Confuſion and Injuſtice in this matter, 
as Nagarenus inſinuates; ſince it is poſſible, 
and by known experience very certain, that 
the Members of a Sect have agreed in ſome 
Notions, and diſagreed in others, where their 
Head hath chanc d to be ſilent. int 
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It is no wonder that theſe Nazarzans or 
Ebionites differ'd ſo much in the main Do- 
ctrine of their Faith, when they difown'd the 
Scriptures that ſhould be the Rule of it; and 
indeed they were ſo far from being the firſt, 
and only Chriſtians, that they did not receive 
the Books wrote by the Apoſtles. They not 
only rejected the Epiſtles of St. Paul, whom 
for his oppoſition to the Jewiſh Law they 
particularly diſlik d, but likewiſe all the reſt 
of the Canonical Books: They pretended, in 
order to gain betrer Terms from rhe other Be- 
lieyers, to uſe a Hebrew Goſpel of St. Mat- 
thew, which by the way probably caus'd the 
erroneous Opinion of that Goſpel being ori- 
ginally wrote in Hebrew; but this was a falſe 
Prerence, for the Goſpel according to the 
Hebrews, which they follow'd, was very 
different from ours of St. Mafthew, as appears 
nor only from the remaining Fragments of ir, 
bur from rhe Teſtimony of Ferom, who affirms 
that he tranſlated it both into Greek and La- 
tin. Some, from a miſtaken Paſſage of Eu- 
ſebins, have affirm'd that Symmachus, a con- 
ſiderable Member of this Sect, from whom 
theſe Ebionites were by ſome call'd Symma- 
chians afterwards, commented upon the Goſ- 
pel of St. Matthew, whereas ®the' Greek word, 
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when rightly render d, ſignifies that he wrote 

ainſt it. It is natural to obſerve from hence, 
how probably theſe Hereticks, as Nagarenus 
petends, ſhould underſtand the deſign of Chri- 
ſtianity better than the other Chriſtians, when 
they ſubmitted not to the receiv d Writings of 
the Apoſtles, but follow'd a chimerical and 
forg d Goſpel of their own, and were parti- 
cularly wrote againſt by St. John the laſt 
ſurviving; Apoſtle, abate, 

But there is one particular more to be ob- 
ſerv'd in theſe Ebionites, and that is the time 
of their firſt Appearance. Theſe Hereticks, 
whom Nazarenus. calls the firſt Chriſtians , 
were not known to the Ancients, till after 
the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem. Epiphanius 
refers them to that time, but Euſebius in his 
Chronicon brings them as low as Trajan, and 
is herein followed by the Alexaudrian Chroni- 
cle. Theodoret makes them contemporary with 
Domitian, which is probably neareſt the 
Truth. It appears from the Teſtimony of 
* Hegeſippus, that the Church continu'd for 
ſome time a. chaſte unſpotted Virgin, and was 
not much troubled with Hereticks during the 
Lifetime of the Apoſtles. So that though 
they began in the latter part of the firſt Cen- 
tury, yet they were not in any great number 
till the ſecond. St. John, who liv'd till that 
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time, and was himſelf a Witneſs of their 
growth, wrote his Goſpel againſt them; a 
great part of which being ſpent in ſetting forth 
the Divine Nature of our bleſſed Lord, was 
manifeſtly levell'd againſt the Ebionite Opi- 
nions. _ | | | 
 Nazarenus hath not repreſented one parti- 
cular truly, or clearly, relating to theſe Here- 
ticks, except their Calumnies againſt St. Paul, 
which he — glad to revive, and for which 
he undoubtedly lik'd them the better. The 
Difference between him and my ſelf upon this 
Head is as wide as poſſible; he faith that they 
were nicknam' d from their Poverty of ſome 
kind; I on the contrary have proy'd, from a 
Cloud of Teſtimonies, that they were fo call'd 
from Ebion, a wicked Heretick; he ſaith, that 
they prels'd not the neceſſity of the Jeiſh 
Law upon Gentile Converts ;' I affirm, that 
they did, and for that, and the denyal of our 
Lord's Divinity, were declar'd Hereticks. He 
faith, that they were the firſt and only Chri- 
ſtians; when it is evident from the moſt ap- 
prov'd Chronology of the Ancients, that they 
were not known till about the concluſion of 
the firſt Century. What accuracy in other 
things may be expected from ſuch a Writer, 
when his Ignorance or IIl-Will leads him to 
miſtake the Name, the Sentiments, and Chro- 
nology of that Sect which he defends. 
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SOLU EAN 
© | Guxb IX. 
The gradual Repeal of the Jewiſh Law. 


HE Character of theſe foremention'd 
- Hereticks, and the Wilfulneſs or Igno- 
rance of their Patron Nazarenus, will be 
made out moſt clearly, by ſetting forth thoſe 
ſeveral Steps by which the 7euiſb Law was 


abolifh'd: / Moſt certainly it was not m_ | 


repeal'd at once, but-continu'd to be obſerv'd, 
even after that it ceas d to be obligatory. 
The Conformity of our Lord to the whole 
Law, and the Compliance of the Apoſtles for 
ſome Years after, ſeems to furniſh an Argu- 


ment in Favour of thoſe Hereticks who preſt 
the Obſervance of it. 


The Behaviour of the Apoſtles, tho' it a- 
greed in the external Practice with that of 
the Ebionites, yet was very different in its 
Principle; the former complying out of a 
compaſſionate Condeſcenſion to others, the 
latter out of a miſtaken Senſe of its Neceſſi- 
ty; the one made it a Matter of indifferent 
Ceremony, the other a Term of Salvation. 


This Difference therefore doth effectually ſer 


aſide all the Aſſertions of Nazarenus upon 
this Head. "9M 
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Tho' the Jewiſh Law was in its firſt De- 
ſign of a temporary Uſe, yet it could not 
with Convenience be laid aſide all at once. 
Divine Providence had ſo appointed, that as 
it had grown by many Steps to that great 
Height of Ceremonies, ſo it ſhould fall from 
it as gradually. The Prophets did frequent- 
ly inculcate the ſpiritual Meaning of the Law, 
and by drawing them off from the Strictneſs 
of the Letter, prepar'd them for its future 
Repeal. That they might be wean'd from 
theſe external Obſeryances, God taught them 
by the later Prophets, eſpecially Jeremiah 
and Ezekzel, that this fort of Obedience was 
not his ultimate Intention, that he had hi- 
therto given them HFratutes that were not 

good. He promis'd likewiſe to give them a 
RW Covenant, which in the loweſt Senſe of 
the Expreſſion muſt ſignify a great Change, 
if not the abſolute Repeal of the old one. 'The 
Deſtruction likewiſe of the firſt Temple had 
the ſame Effect, and admoniſh'd all ſerious 
Men to look forward to that Reſtitution of 
all things promis'd in the Meſſiah. The for- 
mer Temple, built by Solomon, had all the 
Marks and Pledges of God's Favour, in the 
Tables of the Covenant, the holy Ark, and 
above all, in that Appearance of Glory, and 

the divine Preſence 5 hover d upon the Ho- 
ly of Holies. But as theſe great Advantages 
could not preſerve that Temple, to which they 
belong d, from Deſtruction, there muſt be let 
«t'F Hope 
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Hope of Continuauce to the ſecond which 
had none of them. The Law therefore was 
in a declining State under the latter Temple; 
from the want of theſe, and the Senſe of this 
Want turn'd the Eyes of the better fort to a 
more ſpiritual Inſtitution. Their religious E- 
ſtabliſhment receiy'd ſtill a greater Blow from 
the diſtarb'd Succeſſion of their High Prieſts, 
the regular Order of which being the Founda- 
tion of their legal Atonements, was much di- 
ſturb'd under Ferod and the Roman Govern- 
ment. There ſeem ro be the ſame gradual 
Decays in that part of rheir Civil Conſtituti- 
on which had God for irs Author, one great 
part. of which was the Freedom of Servants 
at the ſeyenth Year, and that of Lands at the 
fiftieth, but ? grew into Diſuſe after the Ba- 
byloniſh COA: W 0 "MOOT 0p" PaINue'? 
But the actual Repeal of the Fewih Law 
was not made till the Coming of our Lord 
Jeſus; who, tho' he conform'd himſelf to 
the Circumciſion, the Feaſt of the Paſſover, 
the Laws of Leproſy, Ge. and did by his 
own Example fulfil all Righteouſneſs, yet in 
his Diſcourſes he laid down thoſe Poſitions, 
which did in a great Meaſure unſettle the le- 
gal Precepts. The Civilians obſerve two ways 
of repealing a Law, either the total aboliſhing 
it, ot the adding ſomething which virtually 
repeals it. Our Saviour took the latter Me- 
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thod in his Sermon upon the Mount, where 
after reciting the Moſaical Precepts, with an 
Authority becoming the Son of God, he adds 
his own, but 1 ſay unto you and it is a com- 
mon but great Miſtake, to think that our Lord 
in the fifth of St. Matthew did only reſcuc 
the Law from the narrow and falſe Interpre- 
tations of the 7ewiſh Doctors, for he actu- 
ally enlarg d the Precepts themſelves to a much 
cater Extent than the Words of them would 
ve bore; which by the way might ſhew 
ſufficiently. his Divine Character, who took 
upon him to change and improve thoſe Rules 
which had been deliver'd before in God's 
Name. 1 n 

As our Lord in that Diſcourſe chang d the 
Tenor and Extent of the Moral Law, ſo in 
many others, he ſhew'd the Ceremonial Law 
to be unneceſſary. He laid down a Rule 
which virtually took away the Diſtinction of 
Meats, tho' out of Compaſſion to the Preju- 
dices of his Hearers he did nor apply it. He 
relax'd the Neceſſity of the Sabbath from its 
wonted Rigour, giving that as an Inſtance, as 
St. . Auſtzn obleryes, of their gear approach- 
ing Liberty. He more eſpecially ſhew'd his 
diſtant Intention of repealing the Law, not 
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a Propterea Dominus Jeſus Chriſtus libertatem daturus 
credentibus, quædam earum obſervationum non feryavit ad 
literam ; unde etiam chm Sabbato eſurientes diſcipult ſpicas 
evulſiſſent, reſpondit indignantibus Dominum eſſe filium h 
minis etiam Sabbati, Aug. ad Galatas, | 
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only by changing the Terms of Marriage and 
Divorce, but by the Reaſon he gave for that 
Change: Moſes permitted this for the Hard- 
neſs of your Hearts, but from the beginning 
it was not ſo; ſhewing by this Reaſoning 
that theſe Precepts were not perfect in their 
kind, and only of a temporary Uſe. But he 
confirm'd this Repeal of the Law by one ex- 
preſs Declaration, telling his Diſciples that 
the Law and the Prophets were till ohn; 
that is, that their Uſe and Obligation ceas'd 
at the firſt preaching of the Kingdom of Hea- 
ven, tho' for ſome Reaſons the Obſervance of 
them might be tolerated ſomewhar longer. 
Notwithſtanding the Diſciples did nor fully 
underſtand this Doctrine of our Lord, nor 
were they as, yet fir to have it farther ex- 
plain'd. He told them himſelf that he had 
many things to ſay which they could not yet 
receive; Which, as Origes judiciouſly ob- 
ſerves, were the ſeveral Types and Shadows 
of the Jeuiſh Law which was now to be a- 
boliſh'd, and that Subſtance of good things 
which had been couch'd under them. Our 
great Law-giyer, for two very evident Rea- 
ons repeal'd not the Law in a formal man- 
ner, as well to comply with the Prejudices 
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of his Followers; who would have had a 
worſe Opinion of his Goſpel, if their old Re- 
ligion was entirely to be laid aſide; as alſo to 
prevent the ill Uſe which might haye been 
made of it in leading Men, to think that the 
Old Teſtament. was not worthy of God, and 
of no uſe to Chriſtians; which Opinion, not- 
withſtanding this Caution, was taken up by 

the Marciouites, and other Hereticks. 
The Dilciples were in all Probability en- 
lighten'd in theſe Matters by the Deſcent of 
the Holy Spirit, but they follow'd the Con- 
duct of their Maſter in ſetting aſide the 
Jeuiſh Precepts by Degrees. They were 
ed by many ſeemingly accidental Occurrences, 
to declare againſt the legal Obſervances, and 
did not at ence perfect the Chriſtian Diſpen- 
fation in this Matter. The Charge againſt 
Stephen is one great Proof, that the Apoſtles 
believed the Law to be chang'd, and only 
wanted a fayourable Occafion to declare it; 
this Man ceaſeth not to ſpeak blaſphemons 
things againſt this holy Place and the Law, 
and that Feſus ſhall deſtroy this Place, and 
change the Cuſtoms that. Moſes taught; 
where it is obſervable that they charge him 
not with ſaying that Jeſus had already 
chang'd their Cuſtoms, but would do ſo; 
which ſeems ro ſhew that the Apoſtles, ex- 
pecting the ſudden Peſtruction of the Tem- 
ple, waited for that ſeaſonable Opportunity 
of declaring againſt the euiſb Law. 
ERR ns —@ 
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However they were quickned by ſome Ac- 
cidents to declare this much ſooner. St. Pe- 
ter the Apoſtle of the Circumciſion was en- 
coutag d by the Viſion about Cornelius, ro 
depart from the Rule which they had hicher- 
to obſery d, of preaching only to Jets, and 
to receiye the firſt Centile into the Faith. 
The ſame Apoſtle, at the Council of Jeru- 
ſalem, made the moſt forward Declaration a- 
gainſt the Law, by calling it a Voke which 
neither they nor their Fathers were able to 
bear: Which ſhew'd that he did not only dif- 
charge the Gentz/es but the eus from ob- 
ſerving it. The Queſtion which gave occa- 
ſion. to that Council Was not owing to the 
private Sentiment of any one Apoſtle, hut to 
the Pride of ſome Phariſaical Chriſtians; the 
Ancients ſuppoſe Cerinthus to have been 
the Promoter of it; but, be that as it will, 
it was very much for the Peace of the Church 
that this Queſtion was determin'd while the 
Apoſtles. were. living and preſent at Feruſa- 
lem; undoubtedly this their Decree, which 
{et aſide the Obligation of the Few Law, 
had the greater Sanction from their Numbers 
0A oo: aloe od. anrog 
The Opinion of the Apoſtles from that 
time was, that the Zewzſh Law in reſpect of 
the Gentz/es Was ſinful, and in reſpect of 
the Fews indifferent and ſuperfluous, that 


7 
** audited. entire. 
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+ Epiph, Her. 28. Aug. adv. Fauſlin. J. 18. | 
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it was harmleſs if not follow'd out of Ne- 
ceſſity; the contrary of Which was the O- 
pinion of Nazarenis's Friends, and which 
very much degrading the Efficacy of Chr#ſt's 
Satisfaction, was delervedly accounted here- 
tical and dangerous. For it is obſervable that 
the reaſon of St. Pauls complyance with it 
afterwards, was not out of any ſenſe of its 
neceſſity, but to ſhew that he accounted it 
not ſinful; that though there was no obliga- 
tion to circumciſe their Children, yet there 
was as yet no Sin in doing it. When he 
came to FJeruſalem, he was charg'd with 
reaching the Sinfulneſs of the Few Cu- 
ſtoms (for that is manifeſtly the meaning of 
the Words); to ſhew therefore that this Charge 
was not true, he conſented at their requeſt to 
perform a Vow. I take Sr. Pauls Conduct 
to be the beſt illuſtration of the Diſcipline of 
that time, in reſpect of the Law, who be⸗ 
came a Jew to gain the Fews : He circum- 
cis d Timothy in compliance with their Pre- 
judices, and he retuſed to do the fame with 
Titus, when Circumcifion was urg'd by falſe 
Brethren as neceſſary. He was willing to fub- 
ject himſelf and believing Jews, to the keep- 

| * | een 
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t Non obſcurum eſt & Jacobum hoc ideo monuiſſe, ut 
ſcirent falſa efſe quæ de illo audierant; ne per doctrinam 
Chriſti velut ſacrilega nec Deo mandante conſcripta damnati 


putarentur quæ per Moſen patribus fuerant miniſtrata, Aug. 
Ep 19. Neger 


u Vide Aug. ibid. 
be ing 
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ing of a harmleſs Ceremony, when it might 
be made the iuſtrument of Converſion to o- 
thers; and he refus' d that very Ceremony, 
when it ſeem'd to affect the Chriſtian Liberty, 
or depreciate the Efficacy of the Redemp- 
tion. 

St. Peter's Conduct is much eaſier to clear 
up than to defend; he, by an Error incident 
to human Frailty, withdrew himſelf from the 
Converſation of the Gentiles upon the com- 
ing of the Jeu thither. There ſeems no 
occaſion for the Evaſion that St. Ferom found 
out in this matter; for, to excuſe the Apoſtle, 
he ſuppoſes an artificial Diſſimulation be- 
tween him and Paul. One may fay with 
Truth, and without any Prejudice to his 
Writings, that Peter was guilty of Diſſimu- 
lation, but this is no more an Objection to 
his Apoſtleſhip , then the denyal of his Ma- 
ſter; and indeed it was a Miſconduct in his 

Behaviour, not an Error in his Preaching. 
The great Enemy of our Religion, Porphyry, 
made aſe of this Reprehenſion from Paul to 
Peter, as an argument of their Emulation: 
but quite the contrary, the Behaviour of both 
was truly glorious, the honeſt plainneſs of one 
Apoſtle, and the modeſt Condeſcenſion of the 
other, are great Examples, and worthy of 
Imitation. Though Peter ſufficiently made 
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y Erat objurgatore ſuo ipſe qui objurgabatur mirabilior & 
ad imitandum difflcilior; facilius eſt enim videre quid in a- 


amends 
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amends for his Fault, by hearing it patiently 
told; it being, as many Ancients have ob- 
ſerv'd upon this occaſion, more glorious to 
hear a Reproof than to give it. 
The Quarrel between Jerom and Auſtin 
upon this Subject, is foully repreſented by 
Nazarenus ; for tho' JFerom was miſtaken 
in calling it an offticious Lye, yet if his read- 
ing had been equal to his Malice, he might 
have known that the good Father retracted 
his Opinion afterwards, and own'd St. Peter 
* to be miſtaken. But his Repreſentation of 
Auſtiu's Opinion upon this Head, is a moſt 
groſs Falſhood; for he, inſtead of making an ef. 
fort in favour of the Nazareans ?, expreſfily 
diſclaims: them: He aflirms; that the obſer- 
vance of the Law, with the Opinion of its 
2 even by Jewiſßh Chriſtians, is b ſin- 
ful; and obſerves, that the Apoſtles comply d 


rigi. Aug. ad Galatas, 

2 Hieron. lib. 1. adv. Pell. 5: 404; 
= Quod putaverunt Heretic (Eb1onei) quid dum volunt & 
Judzi eſſe & Chriſtiani, nec Judæi nec Chriſtiani eſſe potu- 
erunt, quorum ſententiam mihi cavendam, quamvis in ea 
nunquam fuerim, tamen benevolentiſſimè admonere digna- 
tus es. Aug. Ep. 19 
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b Proinde ficut tu & contrario loqueris & liberi voce pro- 
nuntias cæremonias Judæorum & pernicioſas eſſe & morti- 
feras Chriſtianis — ita ego hanc vocem tuam omnino 
confirmo, & addo, quicunque eas obſervaverit, five ex Ju- 
dais, five ex Gentibus, non ſolùm veraciter verùm etiam fi- 
mulatè, eum in Barathrum Diaboli devolutum. Aug. ib. 
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take to be the true ſtate of the Caſe, and that 
thoſe Hereticks obſerv'd it as a Condition of 
Salvation. The Law was at that time dead, 
though not buried, and it was fitting, as that 
forementioned Father obſerves, to inter with 
ſome decency thoſe Sacraments of the ancient 
Fathers. 1 5 | 
The laſt Stroke that was given to the ob- 
ſervance of the Jewiſh Law, was the Deſtru- 
ction of Jeruſalem, or to ſpeak more ac- 
curately, the Expulſion of the Fews from 
thence by Adrian, which incident, as © Sul. 
pitius Severns informs us, was ſerviceable to 
the Church: of God, as by the interpoſition 
of Providence it perfectly remoy'd the Slavery 
of the Law by the Liberty of the Goſpel. 
From that time there were no more Biſhops 
of the Circumciſion, and all diſtinction of Few 
and Gentile was intirely taken away; thoſe that 
aſterwards added the obſervance of the Law 
to the Belief of the Goſpel, were from that 
time deſervedly reckon'd Hereticks, which 
was the Caſe of that Sect for which Nazare- 
nus pleads. Their Opinion was, that the 
Fewiſh Ceremonies were neceſſary to com- 
pleat the Grace of God, which was yery con- 
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e Militum cohortem cuſtodias in perpetuum agitare your, 
uz judzos omnes Hieroſolymz aditu arceret: quod qui- 
m Chriſtianz fidei proficiebat, quia tum pene omnes 
Chriſtum Deum ſub Jegis obſervatione credebant. Nimirum 
id Domino ordinante diſpoſitum ut legis ſervitus à libertate 
fidei atque Eccleſiz tolleretur. Hiſt. Sac. I. ii. 
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tradictory to the belief of Redemption by our 
Saviour, and very different from the Opinion 
of Juſtin APY „ whom Nagarenus cites 
upon this occaſion, who allows, that the Fews 
believing in Chriſt might be ſaved, -tho' they 
oblery'd the Precepts of Mo/es, provided they 
did nor perſuade others to the fame ; where 
two things are to be oblery'd, the one, that 
this was not the caſe of the Nazareans, who 
aſſerted the general neceſſity of the Law, and 
therefore requir'd it of Gentzle Converts ; the 
other that I would obſerve is, that Zu/7zr: 
owns himlelf to be ſingular in his Opinion of 
theſe Men being ſav d. | Ye OX 

The ſumm of the whole matter is this, the 
Reaſon and Obligation of the Jewiſh Pre- 
cepts expir'd in the Death of Chtiſt, but the 
uſage and practice of them did not ſo, till 
the final Deſtruction of Jeruſalem; and the 
Apoſtles comply'd with them as harmleſs Ce- 
remonies during that Interval, that neither 
the Jews might be too much prejudic'd a- 
aue the Golpel, nor the Gentile Converts 

ave an ill Opinion of the Old Teſtament, 
which was the Foundation of the New. Thus 
the Eſtaliſhmenr of Chriſtianity, after many 
ſteps, recciv'd its utmoſt Perfection at the De- 
ſtruction of the — City; and that Act of 
God's Vengeance which was executed upon the 
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Jews. in the Deſtruction of their Temple Ser- 
vice, was merciful to the Chriſtians, in * 
fecting and uniting the Church. 

—— —— 


7 7 * 
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IH E Diſcipline of che firlt Believers, 
which I have ſet forth in the foregoing. 
Chapres, is a true Comment upon the Chriſtian 
Doctrine concerning. the Jewi Ceremonies, 
and therefore. cect ally expoſes the Hereſy 
of 5 5 e and the weakneſs of their 
Advocate. to be confels'd (and there is 
nodanger i MM eſſing it) it) that the uſage of the 
Law was continu d by the ofthe longer than 
its Obligation; and that, not our of any ſenſe 
of benefit to themſelves, but out of Com aſſion 
and Condeleenſion to the Jews. The Pra- 
dice of it was as yet indifferent, but the O- 
pinion of its neceſſiry,, was that which made 
the Næ garant Hcreticks, being derogatory 
to the Perfection of Chriſt's Satisfaction. And 
that this was the true State of the Caſe, ap- 
from this ſingle Conſideration, that theſe 
riends and Clients of Nagarenus were con- 
78 by the Church, even before the Je- 
Ceremonies in it were wholly laid aſide. 
The Words of Sr. _ exprels their Senti- 
ments, 


— — — _— —— 


74 R emarks upon Na ZARFNUS: 
ments, and the grounds of their Practice; 
and I the rather chuſe to produce him once 
more, becauſe Nagarenut, with as much 


Modeſty as Truth, faith, that this Father 


maintain'd the very ſame Notion that he doth, 
that he Chriſtian Jews ſhould ever obſerve 
their own Laws: For he tells us, that they 
were to be remov'd ſilently, and in propor- 
tion to the growth of the Goſpel, that the 


whole performance of thoſe ſhadows might be 


ent in thoſe Zews who were''calld*ro the 

ith in the Apoſtolical times, and that the 

3c. mean was neither to deteſt them as i. 
ps „ not to obſerve them as neceſ- 
Freer 4602 S374 To eee 4: 


"What haye hitherto faid upon the Hiſtory 
of the Nazar eans or Ebionites, and upon 
the Scptiments and Practice of the Apoſtles and 
Apoſtolical Men, is ſufficient to fer afide this 
ide Plan of Chriſtianity; but this matter 
wi be made more abundantly clear from the 
Writings of St. Paul. Though the Abolition 
of the Jewiſp Law way be provd from others 
i the ſacred Penmen, yer it is treated more 


: 


large by this; the great Apoſtle of the 
rentales having ſignaliz d himfetf by his Vio- 
lence "againſt the Church of Chriſt, did as 
A, Ftinguiſh his Zeal for it afterwards, 
and thew'd an honeſt Mind, and the Power 
of God's Grace, in becoming as eminent a 
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Preacher, as he had been a Perſecutor. It was 
by a particular Providence that he 9 ſo 
much; for Nha been. an Enemy o f Teſits 
Cbraſl the T eſtimony which he 1 fl as more 
an Fiete and leſs ſuſpected than that of o 
thers „ who had been always his Follower 
his Zeal ap City * rewar with 
Revelations of the Myſtety of Godlt- 
higher and as he labour d more 1 75 ſo 
likewiſe, more ſucceſsfully than they all: Abe 


acquainted with the Repeal of the old Law, 
but whether from the fr ulariry of his Ta- 
leuts, or his Station as Apoſtle of the Genes 
the buſineſs of preaching it was com 
wholly to him. For this reaſon, as eva 
5 the Doctrines of Chriftiagity 
_ clearly than any others, his Character, 
both in his on time, and ſiuce, hath been 
more peculiarly ſtruc ck at; The Teſtimony of 
Enemies hath been as conſiderable in His Fa- 
vour as that of Friepds ; for upon a fan J Dil. 
pute between a 5 and a Rabbin about 
this very e ,of the Te wiſh Law, 8 7 
EL being pr ith Arguments from'St 
Paul, 0 pref that Mn, 9%, 71 have long" 2 
mis Auk 2 iſttanity, oh + it not been the 1 ; 
Paul. ol Da $ him out for he 
ject of his wicke ant profane Mirth 
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reſt of the Apoſtles were, beyond all doubt, 


Su- 
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ing by that means moſt efſectually to aſpetſe 


the Chriſtian Docttine in its moſt eminent A. 
poſtle. But the Ebionites rook the moſt pains 
in defaming him, which they did to ſtiflè that 
Evidence that might be brought from bim a- 
gainſt them; tliey call'd him an Apoſtate from 
the Law, and rejected his Epiſtles; by which 
they plainly appear'd to have more Skiff and 
Conſiſtency with themſelyes thati'Nazaremns, 
who pretends to accommodate, two things 
the moſt iuconſiſtent, the Doctrine of S. Pau. 
with the eternal Obligation bf Judaiſm. He 
had ated more uniformly, if, Whilſt he de- 
fam'd the Character of this great Apoſtle, he 
had at the ſame time ſpoke out, and deny'd 
his Writin 8. 1 12 5 8 8 2 W FNr. 

There are three Epiſtles that are more eſpe- 
cially levell'd againſt the Law, that to the Ro- 


mans, to the Galatians; and to the Hebreus; 


but he treats the ſame Argument in a diffe- 
rent way in theſe ſeveral Writings” He ſhews 
in that to the Romans, that botſi the Law of 


Nature, and that of the Jer, were imper- 


fect without the Goſpel, aud that no moral 


Works could juſtify, without Grace. The De. 


ſigu of that to the G]tians, is to ſiew, that 
the Performance of the ceremonial Part, and 
more particularly Circumciſion, was not only 


foreign to, but inconſiſtent with the Righte- 


ouſneſs of Faith. * Aud in that o the He- 


"brews, it is ſhew'd, that the ſeveral AL At- 


Sha- 
dows 


danements, were ſo, many Types 
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dows of the Meftah,. which therefore with 
the reaſon of them, did expire at his com- 
ing; ſhall ſelect one Argument from each of 
theſe; and if they belong only gan and 
not at all to Gentiles, as I am perſuaded they 
do, Nuzarenus's Plan of Chriſtianity muſt of 
courſe all. 0 | 

No in the firſt place, the Proofs that St. 
Paul brings from the Inſufficiency of legal 
Righteouſneſs, belong ſolely to the Fews , 
and do abſolutely prove their diſcharge from 
the Law. For by the works of the law no 
fleſh ſhall, be uſtified'*. But now the righ- 
teonſneſy. of God is manifeſted without the 
lau, being witneſſed by the law and the 
prophets: As if he had ſaid, the Performan- 
ces of eus are too deficient, both in kind 
and degree, to merit God's acceptance; and 
therefore that Juſtification which he admits, is 
not given with regard to the Fewiſh Law, hut 
without any relation to it; though it hath 
this Benefit indeed from the Law, that the 
- Author of this Juſtification is atteſted by the 
Types of the Law, and the Predictions of the 
Prophet; ſo that by this we do not wholly 
condetun the Law as finful, but ſhew rhe true 
uſe of it. This I am perſuaded is the ſenſe 
of the werds; and as the tenour of this, and 
all rhe following Chapters, is to ſhew the in- 
ſufſiciency of legal Righteouſneſs, ſo that in- 
. — ‚— — — — — 

k Rom. in. 20. 
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ſufficiency 


practis d, or the Inſufficiency of that /Righ- 


nal Performances would naturally encourage 
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ſufficiency could only belong to Jer. The 
believing Centiles were not, nor indeed could 
be concern'd in the Argument. To what 
Purpoſe- ſhould they be told of the Weak- 
neſs; of thoſe Works, that they had never 


reouſnels that they had no Notion of, nor 
no Hope in; and how could this great Apo- 
ſtle have been ſo elaborately trifling, as to 
diſſuade them from that fort of Confidence, 
to which of all others they had no Tendency 
or Inclingtion? But the Argument did eſpe- 
cially affect the Jeu, whether believing: or 
otherwiſe, who were diſpos d fo much to eſta- 
bliſh their own Righteouſneſs, as to reject. or 
leſſen the Righteouſneſs of Faith; their exter- 


that Confidence that was: inconſiſtent wich, the 
Hope in Chriſt, and that Poverty of Spirit 
which he had requir'd They would of Cu /e 
fall from Grace, or have leſs thankful Npti- 
ons of it; and the more. Hope they had in 
* art the leſs Senſe they would have of 
rac iber A abe 1 de 0 

But beſides, it appears from the preceding 


A 


ſtle addreſs d himſelf ſingly to Jets, and ha- 
ving gone through the Inſufficieney of moral 
Works without Faich, id the firſt Chapter; 
che reſt of the Epiſtle is eſpecially levelld a- 


— —— 
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m Chap. vii. V. 1, c. 


; gainſt 
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inſt tbe Conſidence the Fews had in Abra- 
their Father, Sc. Notions to "hich the 
Gentiles were utter Strangers 

Again, When he ſets torch the Notion of 
» Chriſtian Liberty, in which he bids the C. 
latians 0 Land, and'to be no more TEE: 
iu the Tube of Bondage, he undoubted 
the believing Jews. Por how — 7 
tiles be ſuid to be made free who had never 
been bound? and with what Propriety could 
they be directed not to be entangled again 
_ the Jute of Bondage, who had never 

as yet ſubmitted to it? And I 'wauld ob- 
ſerve here the Conformity of St. Paus Ex- 
preſſions with St. Peter's; the Apoſtle of 
the Circumciſion call'd the Fewif - Law a 
Yoke that neither they nor their Fathers 
dere able to bear, and ſo doth: St. Paul in 
this Place. But it is farther to be + po 
that the Jeu muſt, have ſervd God upon 
harder Terms than the Centzles, if — «kg ' 
ſingly to bear this heavy Yoke of the Law, 
nor would it have agreed with the 5 of 
him v if n Accepter of Per ſous, and puts 
no Difference between Few and Geutile, to 
require Aeverer ores of Fg ny than- the 
other, | | 

Again, A ments which ſhow: the 
Law to be given only for a Time do affect 
tl Jews only”: as when it is faid that Ye 4 
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Law * was given becauſe of 'Tranſareſſions 
untill the eee +l l —— 
the Authority of the Law is limited till the 
Coming of Chriſt the promiſed Seed and ſo 
the Law was our School. Maſter to bring us 
to Chriſt, that we may be juſtify'd'of Faith, 
but Faith being come we are no un- 
der the Schoolmaſter. Where two things are 
obſervable, that St. Paul by including him- 
ſelf in the firſt Perſon refers plainly to the be- 
lieving Jeu, of which he was one, but when 
he ſpeaks to the Gentiles, which be doth 
Ch. iv. V. 8. he then ſpeaks in the ſecond; 
but he muſt farther mean the Fews only, be- 
cauſe the Law was not a 'School-maſter-to- the 
Gentiles, who were never ſubject to its Tui- 
tion. W e oe $41 
I will but offer one Argument more, which 
ſhall be taken from the Epiſtle to the He- 
brews, and indeed needs no Comment to 
rove it belonging to the Jeu, when the 
whole Epiſtle is directed only to them. r lythe 
firſt Covenant had been perfect, there had been 
no Place ſought for a ſecond, and that in 
— 4 — —.— _ — —— | 
old, but that which is old and decayin 

2 aboliſhing. As the Gentiles 2 
not included in the old Covenant; the Law 
could be only ſaid to expire in reſpect of the 
r — . c 

o Gal. iii. 19, Cc. I Fornn 

4 V. 13. Fol 


Jews 
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it 
that muſt ſupport it be 3 2 
he maintain this double Church, if the Conſe - 
quence of this Repeal be that {ew and Cen- 
tile are made one, and that the Enmity be- 
tween them was. taken away, which would 
never have ceas d if two different Inſtitutions 
were perpetually to ſuhſiſt in the ſame Body, 
beg no Pardon of Nazarenus for u ng a 
Book -againſt. which he ſeems to make Ex- 
ception, he ſaith that the Scope 4 the Au- 


thor to the Hebrews if ohſcure, if not unin- 
relligible, and rherefors, promiſeth a Treatiſe 
of che end of Sacrifices, to explain it; it ig 
very eaſy. for a Man gf his Genius t Pane 


1 


: 


Books Which he, dargę not or cannot write; 
but if he ſhould, 1, will, venture before-hand 
to affirm. that che Holy Scriptures will re- 
ceive as little Benefit from his Pains, as that 
Religion, which they teach, hath done from 
his Example.” gf pr phe 

St. Paul was the fulleſt of this Doctrine of 
the Law's being repeal'd, from his Character 
as Apoſtle of the Gentzles ; but rho” he was 
the only Perſon who wrote clearly upon it, 
yet he was not fingular in his Opinion. He 
communicated this very Doctrine to the 
chief Apoſtles. at Feru/alem, and received 
their Concurrence and Approbation, Which 

in a Point of that Conſequence was as the 
| £49 " Ancients 
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* Ancients obſerve, abſolutely neceſſary. He 
did it indeed privately, for fear of giving Of- 
fence to the believing Jeu, who were as yet 
generally averſe to this Doctrine. When he 
came to Feri ſalem the laſt time, he immedi- 
ately reſorted to James the Biſhop of the 
Place, and appears to have held Fellowſhip 
and Communion with him, notwithſtanding 
that he preach'd the aboliſhing of that Law, 
which James and the. reſt continu'd to ob- 
ſerve. But the Teſtimony of St. Peter doth 
moſt abundantly and beyond all Exception 
acquit him of the Charge of Singularity. He 
who was the Apoſtle of the Circumciſion, 


who had been ſecretly and openly reprov'd 


by him, yet much to his Honour atteſts 
thoſe Writings of St. Paul, wherein both the 
Repeal of the J7euiſh Preceprs and his own 
Failings are recorded. As alſo our beloved 
Brother Paul, according to the Wiſdom given 
unto him, hath wrote to you. As alſ in all 
his Epiſtles, ſpeaking in them of theſe 7 
in which. there are ſome things hard to be 


underſtood, which the Onlearn'd and Igno- 
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rant wreſt, as they do the other Scriptures, 
to their own Deſtruction. I muſt tell Naza- 
rents, that this n of St.: Peter is a 
better Argument that theſe two great Apo- 
ſtles agreed in theix Sentiments, than the Ci- 
tation Which he brings from a forg'd Letter 
of Peter to Fames, is of their Diſagreement ; 
and it is moſt unſupportable Impudence in 
him to cite as genuine a wretched Forgery of 
the Ebiouites; one can ſcarce tell whether 
his Intention of vilify ing St. Paul, or the 
Method he uſeth to do ſo, be the more de- 
JS ata ei, 
This ſorry unbelieving Critick governs his 
Skill by his wicked Principles, and hath no 
other way to judge of ſpurious and genuine 
Books than their Oppoſition to Chriſtianity. 
I muſt add, that the Writers of the Apoſto- 
lical Age were ſo far from believing any Dif- 
ference of Sentiments in theſe two Pillars of 
the Church, that they generally join them 
together. Clement, who had been ap- 
poured Biſhop of Rome by Peter, and muſt 
be ſuppos d to know his Predeceſſor's Mind, 
gives the higheſt Character of St. Paul's A- 
ctions and Preaching. Ignatius and Polycarp, 
who were converſant more particularly with 
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St. John, do * the ſame, and that in Works 
now receiv'd as genuine by all the World. So 
early and ſo extenſive was the Authority of 
Sr. Paul, that his Epiſtles were received 
throughout the whole Church from the be- 
7 and the Doubtfulneſs of that to the 
ebrews, was owing to no other Cauſe than 
the Omiſſion of his Name in the Title. It 
appears from the whole, that Nagarenur as 
little underſtands the Writings of St. Paul, as 
he reverences his Character; and I think my 
- Pains well ſpent in reſcuing both from his 
Slanders. I have faid probably more upon 
the Subject than the Objectious of a Man de- 
ſerve who hath offer d little co the Purpoſe, 
but I profeſs to follow a Rule laid down by 
that Apoſtle, for whom I have been pleading, 


1 to Silence the Ignorante of foohſh 
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THE Wrirings of St. Paul do abundaut- 
| E.. expoſe ' Nazarenus's original Plan 
of Chriltianity ; and the Concurrence of the 
other Apoſtles with him, which hath been 
rov'd; is ſufficient to juſtify and authorize 
is Opinion. But I mean to deal more fair- 
ly with Mr. Toland, than to take Advan- 
tage of him from an Author that he doth not 
like. 1 will giye up St. Pauls Writings, and 
ſtill conteſt the Matter with him; 1 will 
poſe him not only an Advocate for, but a 
ember of the Ebionite Sect, and for his far- 
ther Reproof and Information, aſſert the Re- 
peal of the Fewi/h Law from the Conſtituti- 
on of that Law it elf. 
The Reaſon and Intent of the 7ewiſh Pre- 
cepts ſufficiently ſne them to be of a tem- 
porary kind, aud not calculated for Perpetui- 
wo The greater part of them is manifeſtly 
deſigu d to prevent that Idolatry which was 
then very frequent in the neighbouring Nati- 
ons. They were not, as ſome have thought, 
given out of Complyance, but out of direct 
Abhorrence of rhe idolatrous Cuſtoms. Hence 
many of the * Ancients have call'd the Cere- 
x Conſt. Ap. lib. x. cap. 6. Chryſoſtom, Orat. 2. ad. Ju- 


dzos, Autor operis imperfecti in Matthzum, cap. viii. Y. 3. 
Hieronym, Comm. in Jerem. cap. vil, 
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monial Law (vpor dd]egwrews) the ſecond 
Law; they ſuppos'd that the Moral Part was 
only God's primary Intention, but the other 
was not enacted, till it was made neceſſary 
by the worſhip of the Golden Calf. I cannot 
ſay that this is ſtrictly true, but there ſeems 
ſome colour for it from a Paſſage in Amos ?, 
Have ye offerd unto me Sacrifice, and 
Offerings im the Wilderneſs forty Tears, 
O Flouſe of IſFael ? The Iſraelites coming 
out of Ag ypt had a great Tendency to the 
Superſtition of that Countrey, and were there- 
fore to be reſtrain'd from it by contrary Pre- 
cepts. The Sacrifices of Sheep and Oxen 
were particularly inſtituted in Oppoſition to 


—— —— —̃ —ͤ— —yt—ITĩèxZi—üĩöÄX˖ꝑ ꝑ•—u .ẽ—iͥꝭ — 
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Maimonides, the acuteſt of all the Rabbius, 
confeſſerh that the firſt Intention of their Law 
was ro remove Idolatry, and all that had. 
a Tendency to it; and he farther obſerves, 
that if we knew more particularly the ſeve- 
ral Rites of the old Zabii, in Oppoſition to 
whoſe Practice the ceremonial Precepts were 
given, e might eaſily account for thoſe 
Rules of Sacrifices, which are at preſent un- 
known. This particular Solution of the ſe- 
veral 7ewiſh Rites ſhew'd the Reaſons of their 
Law, and conſequently -the Law it ſelf to be 
temporary; and therefore this very Book of 
Maimonides was cenſur'd by the ZFews of 
that time, as making too large Conceſſions 
to the ChEH as. 
In the firſt Ages of the World there was a 
much greater Diſpoſition to Idolatry, than 
ſince; Men's Minds being not poliſh'd nor 
abſtracted enough by Arts and Sciences, lean'd 
very much to a ſenſual Worſhip, and were 
nor as yet fit for a more ſpiritual Inſtitution. 
This was the Caſe of the Iraelites, who 
were therefore by divine Wiſdom amus d wich 
many Precepts, that had ſome Significancy in 
them, and kept them clear of the temptin 

Pomp of idolatrous Worſhip. The firſt J rac? 
ites were like Children who are . unfit for 
more exalted Rules, and were train'd:hy flow 
Steps'to the Maturity of Religion. While the 
Memory of Ag yptian Superſtition was freſh 
| in 
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in their Minds, they were prone to Idolatry, 
but as that wore off in time, and Arts and 
Sciences flouriſh'd, the Diſpoſition to Idola- 
ceas'd, bong in Anſwer to 44 
Query, is the true Reaſon why the Fews 
were ſo prone to that Worſhi ; before the 
2 and not in the leaſt guilty of it 
after. It follows from hence therefore, that 
the Reaſon of the Law being in a great mea- 
ſure to prevent Idolatry, and that End being 
now anfwer'd, the People being no longer 
expos d to the fame Danger, the Law, as to 
the Reaſon and Uſe of it, had'ceas'd long be- 
fore our Sayiour's Incarnation. '— 
But farther, the great Change that muſt be 
made in the Law, from the coming of the 
Meſſias, ſhews the Conſtirution of it to be 
temporary. The legal Ceremonies are 
rly faid to be the Image and Repreſenta- 
ion of heavenly things, and the Law is ſaid 
to have the Shadow of good things, and not 
the Subſtance of the things themſebves : That 
is, they prophetically t 74 the Meſſtas, 
and that Inſtitution Whſe was to reveal. 
Their Paſſover did in many Particulars typify 
the ſalutary Sufferings of Chriſt, who is for 
that Reaſon call'd the Lamb of God ; and all 
their other Sacrifices, which only aton'd- in 
art, .prefigur'd that ſufficient Oblation which 
e made for the Sins of all Mankind. It ap- 
| pears very evident, that the Law was _ 
e 
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Senſe a Schoolmaſter to bring us to Chriſt ; 
theſe legal Ordinances being Types of ſome- 
thing future, when the thing repreſented by 

them was come, were of courſe cancell'd 
aud made uſeleſs. For this reaſon, ſome of 
the oldeſt Jeu finding this Terdency of their 
Law to the Meſſiah, have made this Conceſ- 
ſion, that the new Covenant promis d by the 
Prophets, was a new Law to be inſtituted 
by the Meſſiah, though of late they ſeem to 
have given up this Opinion. And I queſtion 
not but we fhould meet with many Teſtimo- 
nies of this kind in their oldeſt Books, if they 


* 


had not been craftily ſuppreſs' d. 

The ceremonial Preceprs muſt of courſe 
_ ceaſe at the coming of the Meſſiah, ſince the 
be” oa and ule'of them are taken away 

by him. "For to what purpoſe ſhould they at- 
tend at thoſe 'Sacrifices, that were only the 
Types and Shadows of a much greater Sacri- 
fice already offer d? With what Gratitude 
could they celebrare in the Paſſover the De- 
liverance from Egy#r,* When they had a later 


and far more valuable one to commemorate 


in the Redemption? And how conſiſtently 
could they praiſe God in the Feaſt of Taber- 
nacles fot the old Law, when they have much 
more reaſon to do ſo for the new one of the 
Golpel'? The celebration of their old Feſtivals 
became not only uſeleſs, but inconſiſtent with 
their Chriſtian Obligations; and their former 
Deliverances, how wh locycr, were inferior 
to, 


to, and therefore cancell'd by the Bleſſing of 
low ſenſe of the Privileges of Chriſtianity, if 


their eſteem for their national Bleſſings as Jets. 
I would therefore. obſerve, what Nazarenns 
may apply to himſelf, if he pleaſes, that the 
Zeal for the Jewiſh Rites, did naturally 
prompt Believers to a lower and more con- 
temptuous ſenſe of the Author of Chriſtiani- 
ty; and it is therefore probable that the Na- 
Saræaus did not at firſt diſtinguiſh themſelyes 


but were led to it by degrees from their at. 
tachment to the 7euiſß Rites; ſince the 
more reſpect they had for theſe, the leſs of 
Reyerence they would have for their Re- 
deemer. The experience probably of theſe ill 


Coming of Chriſt; and this doth farther ſug 
geſt to me, that as the Meſſiah muſt fer aſide 


Ep. ad Magneſ. 
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Chriſt's Incarnation. They muſt have had a 
the Gratitude for theſe did not ſet aſide alt 


by the Denial of our bleſſed Lord's Divinity, 


effects of Judaiſin, made Ignatius ſo earn. 
eſt in warning the Chriſtians of his time, not 
to liſten to it; and he for that reaſon af. 
firms, that it was a thing contradictory, to 
call upon 7e/us Chriſt, and yet to * 
If therefore St. Paul had been ſilent in this 
matter, the reaſon of the thing would have 
ſhew'd the J7ewiſh Law to be repeal'd by the 
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the Law by his coming, how little Nazare- 
nus may be ſuppos'd to believe in him, whilſt 
he aſſerts the Perpetuity of the Jeuiſh Re- 
publick. | f | 
The words eternal and everlaſting, that are 
apply'd to the old Covenant, ſeem to contra- 
dict this temporary Reaſon of the Law, But 


this apparcnt Contradiction is owing to the 


miſtaken ſenſe of the Hebrew word, which 
doth nor ſignify eternal, but only durable. 
The word is not, as Nazarenus ſuggeſts, So- 
phiſtically evaded, but truly and properly ex- 

lained; one may guels from hence, what 
skill this Hypercritick hath in the Scriptares, 
that can be ſo impos d upon by the letter of 
a Tranſlation. I inſiſt upon it, that the word 
(=>) which we render everlaſting, ſignifies 
only for an Age, according to its true mean- 
ing; and this Aſſertion is not only confirm d 
by the Confeſſion of Jews, but by the com- 
mon uſe of it in parallel Places. Thus the Land 
of Judæa is calld an Inheritance for ever, 
though the Poſſeſſion of it ceas'd long ago; 
the Servant who continu'd rill rhe Fubllee, 
is ſaid to be a Servant for ever; and Samu- 
ePs ſtanding before the Lord for ever, is on- 
ly meant of the Days of his Life. The He- 


brew word doth not mean Perpetuity, but 


Duration, and either ſignifies the compaſs of 
fifty Years to the common Jubilee, or the 
interval of time to the Meſſias, the grand Ju- 
bilce of all. The Precepts of the Jewiſh 
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Law cannot therefore be prov'd perpetual from 
the true ſenſe of the Text; and 1 have like- 
wile this farther Proof from the moſt eminent 
Jews, that when they would expreſs Perpe- 
tuity, they make uſe of * another word. 
All this put together, gives me reaſon to 
believe -that the Chriſtians are ſo far from 
being roo much prejudic'd againſt the Jewiſb 
Law, that they probably extend the Obliga- 
tion of it too far. I am well ſatisfy'd that the 
temporary Reaſon of the ſeveral parts of it, 
is not ſo rightly underſtood, nor ſo exactly 
diſtinguiſh'd as it ought. If we go through 
the ſeveral Diviſions of it, ceremonial, judi- 
cial, and moral, we may find cach of them 
miſapply'd in their turn; moſt certainly the 
ceremonial ceaſeth, both as to the Obligation 
and Uſe of it, as ſoon as any Jew — 
Chriſtianity. | fs 
The firſt Chriſtians eſtabliſh'd the Obſerva- 
tion of the Lord's Day, rather by Example, 
than direct Precept, yet for ſome time they 
were tender of wholly lay ing aſide the Jewiſh 
Sabbath; they, for greater Security kept both, 
and particularly forbad faſting upon Satur- 
day, which Canon is ſtill retain'd in the Ea- 
ſtern Church, but they ſeem'd to be more 
cautious in this matter than was neceſſary; 
for it is moſt certain, that the keeping of this 
Sabbath, was a part of the ceremonial Law, 
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which appears from Deut. v. 15. where the 
obſervance of it is enforc'd from a Reaſon 
articular to the Fews, and therefore as ſuch, 
bad no obligation upon Chriſtians. This is 
ſufficient to anſwer the Scruple of the Sabba- 
tarians, whom Nazarenus approves, for the 
ſame reaſon that he doth all other Perſons 
and Things that are againſt the Eſtabliſhment ; 
it is to be confels'd, that if the Sabbath be ob- 
ſery'd upon account of the Fewiſh Law, then 
it ought to be kept on Saturday; but it is evi- 
dent that the obſervation of the Lord's Day is 
owing to the Authority of the Church; and 
it is to be wonder d that ſome ſhould be ſo 
zealous for the Thing, and yet deny that 
Power by which it was eſtabliſh'd. 70% Cal- 
vin was lo ſenſible of the force of this Argu- 
ment, that he once deliberated whether he 
ſhould not aboliſh the Day, and had actually 
done ſo, if he had not been diſſuaded from it. 
I have known ſome Chriſtians much di- 
ſturb'd about the Law fulneſs of Uſury, or ta- 
king Money upon legal Intereſt, from the 
ſtrict Prohibition of it by, the 7euiſh Law; 
but this appears to be a needlels Scruple, be- 
cauſe it was only a part of their judicial Law, 
which according to the Rabbius did not oblige 
out of Fudea. The Fews were forbid Uſu- 
ry, from a Reaſon particular to their Situa- 
tion; becaule living in an inland Country, and 
1 no means of improving Money by 
Traffick, all Uſury would have become the 
greateſt 
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great et Oppreſſion. The Chriſtians are not 
ty'd down by this Prohibition, any other way 
1 55 as the general Sentiments of Charity and 
Compaſſion direct them, ſince our Saviour did 
not think fit to repeat it. 1 
But the moral part of the Law bids the 
faireſt claim to oblige all Converts from Jews, 
et it is certain that all Diſputes about the 
continuance of it ſeem unneceſſary among 
Chriſtians : If they be oblig'd to obſerve the 
Goſpel, the moral Law is included in it, as 
the part in the whole, the extent of Duty be- 
ing much enlarg'd by our Saviour's Sermon 
upon the Mount. If we are call'd to Mercy 
and Charity, there can be no Queſtion abour 
Juſtice and Reſtitution ; if we are not to in- 
dulge cauſeleſs Anger and Revenge, we arc 
certainly reſtrain'd from Murder; if the ſecret 
diſtant Deſires be prohibited, then undoubt- 
edly the groſs Acts of Concupiſcence; if we 
are not to do Evil to a Neighbour under the 
greateſt Provocations, we are conſequently 
not to do it without any Provocation at all. 
The moral Law therefore doth not oblige 
in Reſpect of the 7ewiſh Diſpenſation, but as 
it is by our Saviour included in the terms of 
his Covenant; the ten Commandments are ſo 
far in force, as re- enacted by the Son of God, 
though his Followers mult go farther in their 
Duty than theſe literally expreſs, if they 


would exceed the Righteouſneſs of the Scribe 


and Phari ſees. It pleas d divine Providence, 
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for evidently wiſe Reaſons, not to reveal thoſe 
more perfect Rules of Morality, till the World 
was better prepar'd to receive them; nor could 
they have been preach'd with tolerable Suc- | 
ceſs, without the Authority and Encourage- | 
ment of the Son of God in Perſon. It will | 
be now 2 eaſy to ſhew, that our Saviour | 
did not deſtroy the Law, but fulfil it, and | 
yet to affirm that Nazarenus. hath not ſaid | 
one true or pertinent thing upon the Subject. x 
He fulfill'd 15 ceremonial Law, in fulfilling | 
| 


thoſe Types and Shadows, whereof he him- 
ſelf was the Subſtance ; and he fulfill d the 
moral Part, by © improving and enlarging the 
ſeveral Duties of it; and it was therefore in 
both theſe Senſes true, that Heaven and Earth 
ſhall paſs away, before one jot or tittle of 1 
the Law ſhall fail; for certainly that can- i 
*. . ſaid to fail that is perfected and fi- 

nilh'd. == 
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Of Abſtinence from Blvd, and things 
107766 TID 761 ſtrangled. 1 


| 


|  Cuay. XII. 


| | HE Liberty that is generally taken of 
| I eating Blood, and things ſtrangled, ap- 
| pears at firſt ſight to be a Deviation from a- 
poſtolical Rule, and primitive Practice. Na- 
Sarenus is much offended at thoſe who take 
this Liberty without giving a better Reaſon 
fort, and then gives them one of his own, 
which is as trifling as it is new; he accounts for 
it by his original Plan, which is with him the 
univerſal Solver of all Difficulties, and ſuppo- 
ſeth this Command to extend only to Chri- 
ſtians living in a Jewiſb Society. But I will 
venture to affirm, that the Chriſtian Liberty 
in this Point needs not his Defence, and that 
the Reaſon aſlign'd for it by Nægarenus is 
of all others the moſt inſufficient. 

If the apoſtolical Decree made at the Coun- 
cil of Jeruſalem doth relate to the eating of 
Blood, I will agree with Nazarenus, and 
probably it is the only thing in which we ſhall 

ree, that the common Practice is inexcuſa- 
ble; the Reaſons of Grot ius and others, if 
that Interpretation be allow'd, are unanſ * 

able, 
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able, and it is but a weak Plea to pretend that 


that Decree was made for a temporary Rea- 
ſon, when no ſuch Reaſon is aſſign'd. Bur I 
am well aſſur'd that the Words do not relate 
to the eating of Blood, but to the Effuſion of 
human Blood, Murder being generally ſo ex- 
preſsd in the Scripture Style. I am not ſin- 
gular in this Intet᷑ptetation, but have many 
Ancients on my ſide. The primitive Practice 
was apparently againft eating of Blood, but it is 
much to be queſtion'd whether it was ground- 
ed upon the Words of this Decree; becauſe 
ſome that abſkain'd from Blood 4 interprered 
the Decree as 1 do, and withal, becauſe if the 
primitive Church had thought it clear from 
that Decree, they would not have made ano- 
ther © Canon about it. But that many inter- 
preted Blood concerning Murder, is evident 
from the reading of St.*Cyprian, the ſhedding 
of Blood; Tertullian likewile ſo interprets it, 
as do alſo Chi] ſaſtom and Pacianus; and St. 
Auſtin atteſts this Interpretation from others. 
One would think it wou'd nor have been rec- 
kon'd among the neceſſary things, if it had 


4 Sufficit & hic ſervatum eſſe Mœchiæ & fornicationi lo- 
cum honoris ſui inter Idololat iam & homicidium; interdictum 
enim ſanguinis, multe magis humani, intelligemus. Tertulli- 
an, de pudicitia.. vide eundem in Apologet. $5 tink 


e Vide Can. Apoſt. 5 5. 
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t Cyprian. Teſtim. Nb. 3. Tertullian. de pud. Pacianus - 


de pœnit. Chryſoſt. Hom. 33. in Act. Quod alii non fic 
intelligunt, ſed a ſanguine præceptum eſſe abſtinendum, ne 
quis homicidio ſe contaminet. Aug. ad Fauſtum, lib. 32. 
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only related to external Food. Bur the Gen- 
tiles from their licentious Manners, and inve- 
terate Cuſtoms, needed to be forewarn'd of 
the Sin of ſhedding human Blood. Murder 
being generally occaſion'd W Revenge, a Paſ 


ſion not ſufficiently reſtrain d by the Law of 
Nature, the Authority of the Apoſtles was 
neceſſary ro create in the Gentiles, unns'd as 
yet to Forgiveneſs, an Abhorrence of it. 
They were not only Parties to murder from 
the Violence of their Reyenge, but they 
were prompted to be Actors and Connivers 
at it from more cool Paſſions, their Intereſt 
or their Diverſions. Thees expoſing of In- 
fants whom they did not care to bring up, 
to certain, or at leaſt doubtful Deaths, was 
contrary both to human Compaſſion and pa- 
ternal Affection; yet nothing was more com- 
mon among the Greeks and "Romans; ſo 
were allo the Shews of the Gladiators, where 
many of the beſt Rank and Reputation at- 
tended: both theſe Cuſtoms had à near Rela- 
tion to the Effuſion of human Blood, but 
yet were practis'd without the Interdict of 
1 the Cenſure of Philoſophers, or, as far 
as we may judge, the Remorſes of Conſci- 
ence. The ſame is to be ſaid of Fornication, 
which was tolerated in a very publick man- 
ner by the Gent iles, was practis d iu ſome of 


ah. — 
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their religious Feaſts, and was not condemn'd 
as immoral by ſome great“ Philoſophers. 

It hath been thought by ſome an ObjeCtion 
againſt this interpretation of Blood, that there 
could be no occaſion to prohibit Chriſtians 
the Act or Connivance of Murder; but it is 
eaſy ro anſwer that the Centiles could not be 
ſpeedily drawn from their corrupt 8 
nor beſides could they as yet be ſuppos d wel 
enough acquainted with the Chriſtian Do- 
Crine, no part of the Apoſtolical Writings 
being as yet publiſh'd. There was no more 
Impropriety in prohibiting Murder, than For- 
nication; the latter being known to be equal- 
ly inconſiſtent with evangelical Purity. But 
Purity and Charity being two things that di- 
ſtinguiſn the Chriſtian Inſtitutions, and in a 
great meaſure unknown to the Heathens, 
were a proper Subject of an Apoſtolical De- 
cree. This is a Reaſon with me, why the 
Prohibition of Blood ſhould not be referr'd to 
Food, but to the Effuſion of human Blood; 
and it hath the more weight, becauſe that of 
things offer'd to Idols carry d a moral turpi- 
tude along wich it, as it paid reſpect to Idols, 
and is therefore mention d by St. Paul, where- 
as that of Blood is not ſo. . 
The Reaſon of this Decree being little un- 
derſtood, hath occaſion'd that general Miſtake 
in the ſubject matter of it; it was not, as is 


— 
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Cicero in Oratione pro M. Cœlio. 
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thought by many, enacted out of Compliance 
whth the RAE 77 Jewiſh (Converts, but in 
direct Oppoſition to the Gentile Licence, by 
which the Pollutious of Idols; the Practice of 
Murder and Fornication were moſt common; 
and there is ſome Proof of this from the fol. 
lowing Verſe, for Maſes of old time hath in 
every City them that preach him, being read 
in the Synagogues every Sabbath Day. As 
if be had faid, it is very neceſſary to incul. 
cate into the Gentile Converts the Abhor- 
rence of Idolatry, Murder, and Fornication ; 
things that hey arp much us'd to, and can- 
not without Difficulty be wean'd from by the 
Chriſtian Belief; but this Caution is not ſo 
needful to the J7ewiſb Converts, who have 
been taught better from the frequent reading 
of Mo/es's Writings. The apoſtolical Decree 
abridg d the moral Conduct of theſe Converts 
in a ſhort Compaſs, which is very plain from 
that additional Verſe cited by the old Fathers, 
tho* omitted in our preſent Editions, f not 
doing to others what. they would not have 
done to themſelves. detioinq 


Some have thought that the other rule of 
things ſtrangled, determin'd the Senſe of the 
Place to eating Blood only, but it is certain that 
this reading was unknown to ſome of the 
i Ancients, eſpecially to the Latius; it ſeems 
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to be a gloſs upon Blood made by ſome Tran- 
ſeriber, and by Degrees became part of the 
Text. St.“ Ambro/e"is of this Opinion, and 
aſſirms that the Miſtake came from ſome Greek 
Tranſcribets. Probably the Practice of the 
primitive Church may be thought an Obje- 
ction to this Interpretation, but there was 
ground enough for their Practice, from the 
Precept to Noah. Few of the Fathers cite 
the Apoſtolical Decree for their Practice, but 
moſt of them cite that in Geneſis; though it 
muſt be confeſsd, upon whatſoever Account 
they abſtain'd from Blood, their Abſtinence 
from it was a happy Vindicarion of their Inno- 
cence; and a Proof that they had no lG,, 
dera no execrable Rites of drinking human 
Blood, which was falſely objected to them by 
the malicious Pagans. l 
Nagarenus hath made no Diſcovery, and 
it would be great wonder if he made a reli- 
gious one, that the firſt Chriſtians abſtain'd 
from Blood, which all the old Apologits men- 
tion; their Abſtinence from it afforded an un- 
exceptionable Anſwer to the Cavils of their 
Pagan Adverſaries at that time; and it is at 
this Day an evident Proof how tenacious they 
were of their Faith, and how timorous of 
approaching the Borders of a Tranſgreſſion, 
ſince they certainly did more in this caſe than 


k Comment in Galatas. _. | 


1 Fuf, Feel, Hiſt, lib. v. c. 1. Tertull. Apolog. c. is, Mi- 
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they 
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They were oblig'd to. They obſery'd the 
Rule more out of abundant fg than a 
ſenſe of ſtrict Duty, and it was rather a mat- 
ter of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, than Chriſtian 
Obligation. They govern'd this part of their 
Practice, not out of Obedience to the Fewi/h 
Law, which they were ſure had expit d; but 
to the Precept of Noah, which they unskil- 
fully, though harmleſly, extended too far: 
and the Difficulties about eating Blood, Sc. 
are owing to our not rightly diſtinguiſhing 
theſe two Rules, which are very different, 
both in their extent, and the reaſon of them. 
The former given to Noah by God, which is 
ſtill obligatory to all Mankind, is rightly ex- 
Pg of ® not cutting off, and eating a Mem- 
er from a live Beaſt. A mixture of Luxury 
and Cruelty, had probably made this very 
cuſtomary among the Unbelievers before the 
Flood, as it hath been ſince too much; and 
therefore God, when he gave the firſt Licence 
to eat Fleſh, requir'd that Licence to be us d 
tenderly and thankfully, and that they ſhould 
not unneceſſarily and cruelly ſport with the 
Lives of thele Creatures; he ſignificantly by 
this taught Men Mercy and ie er 
which if they practis'd to the brute Animals, 
they would more probably do ſo to their Fel- 
low Creatures. But the latter Precept of not 
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eatiug Blood, which was given to the Zewiſh 
People, Was more extenſive, including the 
Fleſh of all; Creatures that were not right 
kill'd, and was undoubtedly enjoin'd becuaſe 
of the.* Idolatry of the neighbouring Nations. 
The Blood of their Sacrifices was reckon'd 
the Food of thoſe impure Spirits to whom 
they offer d; and therefore they could not 
eat any of it, without ſeeming to partake in 
an idolatrous Rite. This therefore was ſtrict- 
ly prohibited to the Zews, as living among 
Nations affected with that kind of Superſti- 
tion; and if there had been any of it ſtill re- 
maining, there is no doubt but it would have 
been as ſtrictly forbid to the Chriſtians. But 
the Apoſtolical Decree, for the Reaſons I have 
before mention' d, had no relation to either of 
theſe Precepts. Nazarenus is miſtaken with 
many others, and it is almoſt the only Mi- 
ſtake where he chances to have good Compa- 
ny, that the Precepts of Blood, Sc. were given 
out of regard to the Jeu, whereas they were 
15 out of oppoſition to the Gentile Cuſtoms. 
heſe three Rules of Behaviour (for I vehe- 
mently ſuſpect the fourth, of things ſtrang- 
led, not to belong to the Text) were cnjoin'd 
to the Gentilè Conyerts for their better Con- 
duct, till they were acquainted more perfect- 
ly with the Chriſtian Duties, which for want 
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of the Apoſtolical Writings not yet publiſh'd, 
they did not know, and out of the Prejudices 
of Education they would not eaſily practiſe: 
Murder, Fornication, and Idolatry, were 
Crimes very diſhonourable, and contrary to 
their holy Profeſſion; but they were Crimes 
probably, for which they had not as yet a ſuit- 
able Deteſtation. I am perſuaded that this is 
the Senſe of the Place, and hath no relation 
to the eating of Blood in Food; the Indul- 
ce of Chriſtians in this part of their Chri- 
ian Liberty is not ſinful, nor is there any 
unds for Mr. Toland to complain of our 
viation from primitive Practice, or our Ig- 
norance in primitive Hiſtory; two things of 
all others, which he, conſidering his Beha- 
viour and Writings, is very unfit to complain 
The ſumm of the Matter is this, the Pro- 
hibition of Blood iu the Apoſtolical Decree 
relates not to Food, but to the Effuſſon of it 
by Murder, and the Precept about it, in the 
ceremonial Law is aboliſh'd ; fo that the only 
remaining Obligation to abſtain, is from the 
P of Noab, which hath been explain' d 
by the Zews. themſelves, of cutting off and 
eating any Member of a live Beaſt. The Pra- 
ctice of the Chriſtians therefore, as I conceive, 
needs not, and wo be to them if they did need, 
the Vindication. of Na garenut, whoſe De- 
fence. is as dangerous, as his Commendat ions 


are diſreputable. Whatever the Precept given 
EL to 
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to Noah and his Sons mcans, the Chriſtians, 
as their Poſterity, are oblig'd by it, and if 
their Practice be oppoſite to the true mean- 
ing of it, they are blamcable; but the Apo- 
ſtolical Decree not relating to this matter, and 
the Jetiſh Law being aboliſh'd, are certainly 
out of rhe Queſtion. . "IA 
J have enlarg d the more upon this Head, 
becauſe the Practice of eating Blood hath been 
the matter of Scruple to ſome, and Offence to 
others; but I hope ſufficiently to have both 
clear d up rhe Meaning of the Apoſtolical De- 
cree, and vindicated. rhe common Practice. 
If this then de the Caſe, Mr. Toland's re- 
conciling Pains become as unneceſſary, as 
they are inſufficient. He follows the receiv'd 
Interpretation of Blood, and yet juſtifies the 
common Practice of eating it, by ſuppoſing it 
given only to Chriſtians reſiding among Zews, 
to prevent Scandal, but that in all other Pla- 
ces it is law ful. Wherein he is guilty of ma- 
ny Abſurdities, for who beſides himlelf ever 
thought that the Chriſtians were Proſelytes to 
Judaiſm, or whence can he prove that the 
Church of Autioch, a City ar ſome diſtance 
from Judæa, and the Capital of Pagan Idola- 
try, was only compos'd of 7ews? But 1 
would farther ask upon what reaſon he can 
offer to prove that theſe Precepts were only 
given to avoid Scandal with the Fews, when 
no ſuch thing is menrion'd in the Text; what 
right hath he or any other to limit a general 
. _ "Og: 
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Law, by a patticulat+Realon not therein ſpe. 
cify'd; and if the Chriſtians ate blameable tor 
making the Apoſtolical Decree temporary, is 
"I he as much ſo for making it local? Be- 

des, by the ſame Rule of Interpretation, 
Fornication is no Sin, except committed by 
Chriſtians reſiding among Je], and the Con- 
verts at Antioch were laid under Reſtraints, 
which if they had gone any where elſe, they 
had been free form 
© Natzarenus is not hardy enough to apply 
this ſort of Interpretation to this Prohibition, 
but he ventures to do it about the Pollutions 
of Idols, from the miſtaken Paſſage of Sr. Paul 
I would obſerve, that this Apoſtle never re- 
lax d the Prohibition of eating things offer'd 
to Idols, but his Method of reaſoning upon 

he Subject is not underſtood. It is ufual 
with St. Paul to bring the words of an Ob- 
jector, and then to anſwer them; and theſe 
words having been taken for his own, have 
bred great Difficulties in underſtanding him. 
This is matter of Fact in the ſeventh of rhe 
Cor mthians, where he abſolutely condemns 
chings offter'd to Idols, but what is ſaid for it 


is che Objection of another, as is evident from 


the fourth and 5 87 Verſes of that Chapter. 
An Example of the ſame kind is to be ſeen in 


the third” Chapter of the Epiſtle to the Ro- 

Hans, as alſo in many other Places; and this 

Method, if purſu'd cautiouſly, would proba- 
bly clear up ſome Difficulties in his ng 
; the 
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the Game. Method, if follow'd in the Book of 
Eccleſiaſtes, which is evidently a Dialogue 
between a Believer and an Infidel, would ad- 
juſt all the ſeeming Contradictions there. To 
RE. the: Apoſtolical Decree is not limi- 
ted to Time or Places, bur is in the ſame force 
it had at its firſt Delivery, and the ſever 
parts of it haye been ea d by the ſabſe- 
quent Advice of St. Paul; but as the Practice 
of the Church hath not broke in upon this 
Decrce, it needs not the weak Defence of 
Mr. ee 
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An Explication of ſome Texts | of 
n eripture. 


Nazarenus's Plan of Chriſtianity „not on- 
from the Writings of. St. Paul, but the 
very reaſon and end of the Je Law. Bur 
before I have done, I muſt reſcue ſome Texts 
of Scripture from the ignorant or Wiiful, Mil- 
l of this Uabeliever, who treats 
the holy Writings: with as little Skill as he 
doth reyerence, * is as much a Stranger 
to their Style and Language, as. he is to that 
P 2 WOK Faith, 


| 1 Have abundantly ſhew'd Ne Waka of 
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Faith, Humility and Seriouſnels, which they 


teach. rn 214 19 5 
The fiſt that I ſhall mention is, ohm i. 17. 
e Law was given by Moſes ,, but Grace 
and 1 ruth Came by Feſtus Chriſt ; the Law, 
faith he, was given by Moſes, bur Grace and 
Truth came by Ze/as Chriſt, who confirm'd 
that Law. May not one from hence ſay, 
without breach of Truth or Charity, that he 
hath here deny'd the Grace of God, fince the 
Law is frequently oppos'd to Grace ;' and 
what Opinion muſt he be ſuppos d to have of 
Chriſtianity and its Teacher, who ſuppoſeth 
no other Effect of our Lord's coming, but the 
Confirmation of the old Law ? Are not here 
two Diſpenſations mention'd, and oppos'd to 
each other, not only in their different Teach- 
ers, but in their different Conditions and Ef. 
fects? Grotins rightly obſerves, that St. John 
referr'd in this place to the Sect of the Ebio- 
mites (for that he deſign'd his Goſpel againſt 
them is, affirm'd by the Ancients) and there- 

fore in oppoſition. to their Notion, prefers 
the Terms of the Goſpel to the Law. The 
Law was given by Moſes, that is, a hurthen- 
ſome Inſtitution, with many Types and Sha- 
dows, but little Comfort and Encouragement: 
but the more merciful, Inſtitution of Ze/#s 
Chriſt, inſtead. of theſe. Shadows ſubſtituted 

Truth and Reality; and inſtead of our own 
frail Endeayours, the effectual Aſſiſtance of 
that Holy Spirit, which was not before 1 
mis d, 
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mis'd, or even known. This I am confident 
is the Senſe of the Words, which is not onl 
conſirmid by the concurrent Expoſition of the 
Fathers, but by the whole Context. 

Thus that the Law was our School Maſter, 
to bring us to Chriſt, and that its Ordinan- 
ces were blotted out, and nailed to Chriſt's 
Croſs, were Phraſes, as he faith*®, to be un- 
der ſtood only of us Gentiles. But I have ſhewn 
before, that the Law could be only faid to be 
2 School-Maſter to thoſe who were govern'd 
by irs Tuition, and therefore means the Jeu 
only; and the ſame-is as evident in the blot- 
ting out of the Hand-writing by our Saviour's 
Croſs; but becauſe it is of ſome moment 1 
will examine it more particularly. The Ex- 

reſſion is manifeſtly taken from the Roman 
Method of cancelling any promiſſory Note or 
Hand writing, whereby the Debtor was dif- 
charg d, and is therefore very properly ap- 
ly'd to the Repeal of the Law ; but the 
ords are falſely tender d by our Tranſlation, 
though it is inexcuſable for a Man who boaſts 
of reading the Bible in original Language to 
be impos d upon by à modern Tranſlation, 
the aue hats; F Ordinances, whereas 
the Greek Words can only be render'd blot- 
ting out by Ordinances the Hand-writing a- 
gaiuſi us. eaning very eyidently that our 
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Lord, by ? his own Evangelical Ordinances, 
cincard and repeal'd the troubleſome Precepts 
of the Jewiſh Law. This Tranflation puts 
the Paffage in a true Light, and makes it ve- 
1 clearly to be meant only of the Zews; be. 
ides, the Hand- writing could not be cancelld 
in reſpect of any but thoſe who were obliged 
by it; it was never contrary to, or burthen- 
ſome to the Gentiles, aud therefore the blot- 
ting out had no relation to them. But this is 
farther evident from the Context it ſelf, for in 
the ſeventeenth Verſe he tells them that the 
Diſtinction of Meats, the new Moons and 
Sabbaths, which were Matters in which the 
May: only were concern'd, were only the 
hadows of future things, bur that % Body, 
that is, the Subſtance and Reality of them, 
was of Chriſt. PUT WI WTF 
Hie likewiſe miſtakes, and falſly applies a 
Paſſage in the Corinthians, Is any Man call d 
being circumcis'd; let him not become un- 
circumes'd; there is no way to expreſs the 
4 Greek of the Place in our Language, but 
the Expreſſion is owing to a Cuſtom of fome 
at that time, who had that utter Deteſtation 
of the Jewiſh Rites, that by Arts of Surgery 
y would remove all the Marks of Circum- 
cifion ; and therefore St. Paul adviſeth againſt 
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that Practice, and teacheth that though Cir- 
cumciſion was no longer neceſſary, yet to 
wear the Marks of it was not ſinfal, _ 
But his choiceſt Interpretation is that of 
Works in St. Zames's Epiſtle, which he pofi- 
rively-affirms to mean only thoſe of the Le- 
vitical Law; which Aſſertion is fo far from 
being true, that they have not once that Senſe 
throughout the Epiſtle. The Fewrſþ Con- 
verts having had the Neceſſity of Faith preſt 
upon them by St. Paul, were probably 85 
of thoſe that wreſted his Writings to their 
own Deſtruction; for they carry'd the Matter 
ſo far, much after the way of our Sectaries in 
the late Times, as to believe Faith without 
good Works ſufficient to Salyarion, This is 
the Miſtake that St. James encounters, and he 
doth it in ſuch a manner as to ſhew Nag. 
renus's Notion of Works to be falſe and ri- 
diculous; It is plain that where he mentions 
the Royal Law, and Law of Liberty, he 
means the moral Law improy'd and enlarg'd 
by the Goſpel; the Works likewiſe, that he 
teacheth them, appear to be no other than thoſe 
of Humanity, Charity, and Purity. For b 
what other Works could they ſhew their Faith 
not by Levitical Works, which had no rela- 
tion to it. By what other Works was Abra- 
ham juſtify d than that of a reſigu d Obedi- 
ence to Divine Will, in readily offering up his 
Son? By what other was Rahab, who was 
accepted for her Humanity in receiving the 
ol | Spies, 
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Spies, not for conforming with the Jewish 
Rites? Laſtly, When this Apoſtle deſcribes 


Fewiſh Ceremonies, which is evident enough 

that he took them not for good Works. 
There is therefore no need for this buſy In- 
termedler to reconcile the two Apoſtles, whoſe 
Doctrines are very conſiſtent with each other. 
St. Paul teacheth, that Works of any kind, 
whether of the Ceremonial or Moral Law 
were, without Faith, inſufficient z and that 
therefore all the World, withour the Merits 
of a Redemer, was guilty before God. St. 
James finding this Doctrine miſunderſtood by 
ſome who join'd not their Practice to their 
Belief, ſhews what the Properties of this ju- 
ſtify ing Faith ſhould. be, that it ſhould be 
active and lively, and exert it ſelf eminent - 
ly in good Works: that is, if Men truly 
beliey'd in Zeſ#s Chriſt, they would do rea- 
dily what he had commanded, and take Care 
to make their Behaviour conſiſtent with their 
Chriſtian Profeſſion. Theſe are the Do- 
ctrines of the two Apoſtles, and, when ſo 
explain d, are without the wicked Aſſiſtance 
of Nazarenus, reconcileable enough with 
each other. N eien en 
I cannot omit obſerving, that as he hath 
actually perverted the Doctrine of Works, ſo 
he hath done little better with that of Faith; 
for though he ſets forth the ſeveral Senſes of 
it in Scripture, he doth not once . 
; rhe 
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the trueſt and moſt proper Senſe, the Belief of 
Feſus Chriſt, and the Truſt and Confidence 
in his Merits. This is the Senſe of Faith, 
more eſpecially in the Writings, of St. Zohn, 
who oppos'd this Doctrine of Faith in Chriſt 
to the unbelieving Ebionites, whom Naga- 
renus hath taken upon him to defend. This 
diyine Apoſtle did not allow Faith to be only 
a general Profeſſion of the Chriſtian Name, 
but withal an hearty Belief that our Lord Je- 
ſus is the Son of God, But I take it for 
ranted, and have reaſon enough for doing 
10 that this is no part of cur Author's 
Creed; and indeed his Faith, if we take his 
own deſcription of it, hath not only no Re- 
lation to bur bleſſed Lord, but is withal moſt 
ſeraphick Nonſenſe. Faith, ſaith he*, ig an 
internal Participation of the Divine Na- 
ture, wratiating the Soul, and externally 
appearing in Beneficence, Juſtice, and San- 
ity; &c. Not a Word here, of Expectati- 
on of things hoped for, according to St. Paul, 
or of believing in the Son of God, according 
to St. John; his Words are equally wile and 
intelligible, and give Reaſon to think chat there 
may be ſuch a thing in the World as an En- 
thuſiaſtick Infidel. _ 1 
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| Cray. XIV. 

be Behaviour of Chriſtians to Jews. 


Narren. by calling himſelf by that 
1% Name, and declaring for the Sentiments 
of the old Nagaræans, hath been hitherto 
half Jew and half Chriſtian ; but now even 
that half is roo much for him, and therefore 
he at laſt eſpouſeth the whole Sentiments of 
the 7Zews. He inſinuates, that the true 
Chriſtianity f the Jews was over-born by 
the more numerous Gentiles, and I am en- 
tirely ſatisfy'd, faith he, that were it not 
for this execrable Treatment, not a Jew but 
many Ages ſince had been likewiſe a Chriſti- 
an. FL his, convinces me, that he hath juſt 
as much of Jewiſh Knowledge, as he hath 
of Chriſtian Belief. One would have expect- 
ed that among the many Citations he hath 
lean'd up, he would have produc'd ſome bro- 

ken miſtaken Scrap; to prove this; he ſhould 
have ſhew'd from their own Books the Diſ- 
poſition they had to our Saviour Chriſt, even 
2 the Terms of keeping their Law : that 
there had been ſome Overtures of Accom- 
modation propos'd on their Part, and rej * 
c 
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ed by the haughty Chriſtians, which had oc- 
caſion'd the Apoſtaſy of the believing eus, 
and the final Obſtinacy of the reſt. But I 
will tell him, what his Learning will not ſerve 
him to find out, that though they make the 
aboliſhing of the Law an Objection againſt the 
Chriſtian Practice, yet they do not uſe that as 
a Plea for their own Conduct. I chiak not 
only the Honour, but the Truth of our holy 
Profeſſion, ſo much concern'd in the Chara- 
cter of the firſt Chriſtians, that I think it my 
Duty to wipe off thoſe falſe and wicked Af. 
ions of Narrownels, Partiality, and Op- 
reſſion, that he hath thrown upon them. 
heir Behaviour to the 7ews was merciful 
and compaſſionate, and worthy of that Ma- 
ſter who came to /ave the loft Sheep of the 
Houſe of Iſrael; whilſt that of the other was 
froward and peeviſh, envious and revenge- 
ful, as may be abundantly made out by their 

Hiſtory. 75 . 280 | 
The Fews were the firſt, and withal the 
"age and moſt perſevering Enemies our 
aith ever met with. The Gentiles perſecu- 
ted the Church, but could be Friends in their 
turn; but wherever a Chriſtian met with a 
ew in Power, he was ſure to find him a 
erſecutor. Their firſt Act of Violence was 
n our bleſſed Lord himſelf, and there was 
not a Murder or Cruelty executed upon his 
Followers till Nero's time, that came not ſin- 
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gly from them. St. Chry/oſtom obſerves that 
the Jews were more vehement againſt the 
Converts from them to the Faith, than ever 
the Gentiles were againſt theirs, and ſhews 
the different Malice of one from the other. 
Their Violence was not the effect of Zeal for 
their Law, for the Fewz/h Converts, that till 
the Deſtruction of Feruſ/alem join'd the Ob- 
ſervance of the Law to their Chriſtian Belief, 
felt the ſevere effects of it. St. Paul tells 
the * Theſſalonians, that they had the ſame 
Fate with the Churches in Zudza, for Fe have 
 fhffer'd the ſame thing from your Country- 
men, as they alſo from the Fews ; and he re- 
fers ro the ſame Cruelty of theirs in his Epi- 
ſtle to the Hebrews”, when he tells them that 
they had endured a great fight of Afflicti- 
ons, &. How diſpos'd they were to the 
Chriſtian Faith, may be therefore ſeen by their 
Conduct towards rhoſe who profeſs'd it. A 
Proſelyte to Chriſtianity was, of all others, 
their greateſt Averſion, they loaded them not 
only with Slanders, but even with all forts of 
Oppreſſion, when in their Power. 

They were not check'd by the Power of 
the Chriſtian Emperors from uſing theſe In- 
ſults; rhey were therefore forbid in one of the 
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Imperial Reſcripts, not to throw Stones at 
the Proſelytes, which appears to be their com- 
mon Practice: They were likewiſe upon ac- 
count of their known Cruelty, forbid to have 
any Chriſtian Servants, who were generally 
upon account of their Faith treated with the 
ſeyereſt Rigour. | wh Sahel 
Their harred to Chriſtians far exceeded the 
Averſion which they had to Gentile Nations: 
For when Ben Cogba, the Rebel Few, rais'd 
an Army againſt Aurian, he ſpent his whole 
Strength upon the * Chriſtians only, and mur- 
der'd them, if they did not both deny and 
blaſpheme Feſis Chriſt; this was the more 
remarkable too, becauſe there was as yet at 
Jeruſalem a Biſhop of the Circumciſion. 
When the Power of Oppreſſion was taken 
out of their Hands by the Civil Power, yet 
they ſtill continu'd in the ſame degree of Ran- 
cour; they were the firſt to excite popular 
Clamours, or the Severity of the Magiſtrates 
2 the Martyrs; they were not only con- 
enting to, but bloody Actors in their Mur- 
der, and ſometimes oppos d the Burial of their 
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Bodies. But the greateſt Inſtance of their 
Malice was, their ſpreading falſe and execra- 
ble Calumnies of our holy Faith among the 
Heathen. . .* They ſent Meſſengers into all 
Parts, who repreſented the Believers as A- 
theiſts; and were the ſole. Authors of thoſe 
* Falſhoods relating to the ſacred Rites of their 
Love Feaſts, that their innocent and chaſte 
Mectings were attended with inhuman Mur- 
ders, and inceſtuous Licence. Theſe Clamours 
gain'd ſome Belief at firſt, from the unbeliev- 
ing Enemies of our Faith, and many of the 
Chriſtian Seryants were put upon the Rack to 
diſcover the certainty of them; but theſe Tor- 
rures had a quite other effect, rho” as * Origen 
informs us, thoſe Calumnies were not per- 
fectly ceas'd in his time. They were not con- 
tent to inſtigate the Heathen Perſecutors by 
falſe Clamours againſt the Believers, but they 
carry d their Averſion one ſtep. farther, and 
would make Heaven not only a Witneſs to, 
bur a Party to their Violence. It is the leaſt 
known, though moſt certain inſtance of their 
Malice, that they made the Curſes, againſt 
Jeſus Chriſt, and his Diſciples, part of their 
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Prayers. St. Jerom indeed hath been fo far 
impos d upon, as to believe that thoſe whom 
they curs d were the Nagaræus Sect, not 
the whole Body of Chriſtians; but he doth 
not only contradict others, bur * himſelf in 
this matter; that Curſe againſt the Chriſtians 
was. made near 1 forty Years before the 
Deſtruction of Feruſalem, at which time 
there was no diſtinction of any ſuch Sect from 
the whole Body; and befides, though they 
hated. the Fewiſh Converts, yer they were 
nor ſo violent againft them, as they were a- 
gainſt thoſe that were not circumcis d; for 
we bave it from St. Paul, that ſome Believers 
were tempted to Circumciſion, that they might 
not ſuffer Perſecution from the Fews. They 
were ſo unaccountably averſe to our Hol 

Faith, that they would not truſt their Mem- 
bers to converſe with Chriſtians, or to hear 
their Diſcourſes; and © Baronins, from a Sto- 
ry in the Talmud, ſhews that they would ſuf- 
fer any of their own Perſuaſion to periſh, ra- 
ther as be heaFd by a Chriſtian, leſt rhey 
ſhould give tome Atteſtation by this means 
to the Power of our bieſſed Lord. I could 
mention many more. * Inſtances of their re- 
ſoly'd Obſtinacy in their own Perſuaſion, and 
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their implacable Rudeneſs to ours ; bur what 
I have ſaid is ſufficient to ſhew that they had 
ſtopp'd their Ears to all Converſion. 
he Chriſtians were not at that time ac- 
countable for their hard-heartedneſs, endea- 
vouring by all the tender Methods to reclaim 
and convince them. They trick'd' them not 
out of their Chriſtianity,” as Nagarenus vile- 
ly inſinuates, but they themſelves reſiſted the 
Counſel of God, and were therefore cut off 
and rejected; for what Diſpoſition can the 
Jevus be ſuppos'd to have for that Faith which 
they wickedly traduc'd ? How ready were 
they to be the Followers of Chriſt Je ſtis, 
whoſe Murderers they continn'd to applaud 
and juſtify ?* How willing to take up that 
Croſs, which they frequently abus'd and inſult- 
ed in Effigic ? And laſtly,” how fit to be united 
to the Body of Belieyers, whom they curs'd 
in their Synagogues, © and (perſecuted eve- 
ry where elle? But yet theſe Indignities never 
extorted from the Chriſtians one Reſentment 
unworthy of their Profeſſion; and as they 
ſhar'd with their great Maſter in their Oppreſ- 
ſions, fo they as faithfally imitated him in Com- 
aſſion and Forgiveneſs. - St. Paul, who had 
ſufferd as much as any from their Violence, 
yet is the moſt eminent in his Prayers to 
God for them, and expreſſeth his Deſires and 
Hopes too, that they will at length be ſaved -s. 
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The ſame Conduct was obſerv'd in the next 
Century, when the Jewiſh Perſecutions roſe 
ſtill to a greater height, and notwithſtand- 
ing their Concurrence with the Heathen Ido- 
laters in the Deſtruction of many Martyrs, 
yet they did Good for Evil, they render d 
Bleſſing for Curſing, and, as Tuſtin Mar- 
tyr aſſures us, made their Converſion the Sub- 
ject of their Prayers. The firſt Belieyers were 
not only cautious of doing any rude and op- 
preſſive thing to the Jeu, bur they were ve- 
ry tender in giving the leaſt caule of Offence, 
which is evident not only from their conti- 
nuing the obſervance of the Law till the De- 
ſtruction of Jeruſalem, but their regard to 
the Jeuiſh Sabbath, and the time of the Paſ- 
ſover long aſter. The firſt Chriſtian Empe- 
- rors, though Power and Forgiveneſs do not 
always go together, yet made ſome; parti» 
cular Laws in their Favour ; they skreen'd 
them from the Fury of the indiſcreet Po- 
pulace, by careful Edicts, oy granted Im- 
munities likewiſe to 1 * Prieſts N e- 
of their $ s, and went io far, as 
to — . of their * Patriarchs 
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ſhould be revil'd and ſlander'd by indecent 
Language. | . ©; 
If Nazarenrns had liv'd in Honorius's time, 
and had ſpent the leaſt of his reviling Lan- 
guage upon a Zew:/h Patriarch, though of a 
eligion contrary. to the Goyernment, which 
he hath in this Book thrown upon the Engliſh 
Clergy, though profeſſing the ſame Religion 
with the Civil Government, he had, as we 
may hence lee, ſeverely ſmarted for it: but 
it 1o happens ſometimes, and it looks more 
like the Charity of our forgiving Profeſſion, 
that ſome Chriſtians have been more careful 
of the Honour and good Name of the Fewiſb 
Prieſts, than others are of their own. 
Nazarenus therefore, upon a Subject in 
which the Character of many bleſſed Martyrs 
is attack'd, hath not offer'd one reaſonable 
thing; for it appears from the whole, that 
the Chriſtians have been fo far from expelling 
the 7eus out of the Church, or refuſing any 
of them admittance, that by all the render 
Methods of Peace and Condeſcenſion, they 
have endeayour'd to bring them in, and to 
make them one Fold under one Shepherd. 
The Providence of God hath been pleas d, for 
the juſt Puniſhment of the Fewws, and the fu- 
ture Glory of the Chriſtian Church, to ſuffer 
this their long Rejection; for which none is 
accountable but themſelves. The Prophecies 


are full both of their Rejection and Reſtora- 


tion, but they expreſs the latter in ſuch a 
manner, 
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manner, as to ſhew they are not to be con- 
verted in ſmall Numbers, but all at once, and 
that not until the Fulneſs of the Genrzles 
come, which bleſſed Time God of his Mercy 
haſten. But in the mean time, if 1 may talk 
to Nagarenus, upon a Subject which he 
knows nothing of, the Obſtacles to their Con- 
verſion are owing to nothing of what he ſug- 
geſts, but, next to their own Obſtinacy, to 
the great Ignorance of moſt Chriſtians in the 
Jeuiſb Manners and Language, to a myſti- 
cal and fanciful Interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures, which will never convince an Uube- 
liever; and to the wicked Writings of many 
ſuch amongſt us as Nazarenus, whom the 
Zews now, as the Heathens of old, confound, 
with the true Followers of, and-Belicyers in 
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G Chriſtianity being that, which ac- 
cording to Nazarenus, prevail'd every 
where, except among the Ebzonites or Na- 
zareans, he muſt be ſuppos'd in defaming 
that, to abuſe the whole of Primitive Chriſtia- 
nity 3 and though he hath ſaid nothing * 
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this Subject, but general and unſupported 
Railing, yer I cannot pals it by unobſery'd. 
The Profeſſion that is daily made in our 
Creed of the Communion of Sainte, obliges 
me to vindicate thoſe Saints from the Charge 
of Novely he lays upon them: If his Mean- 
iop is to be underſtood, though that is gene- 
rally ſomewhat difficult, the * fabulous H- 
ſtems, lucrative Inventions, burthenſome Su- 
perſtitions, and unintelligible Jargon, that 


were early ſubſtituted, inſtead of his Original 


Plan, are to be charg'd upon them. 
To admit this, one wa} ove only take them 
for Fools, that would pervert that Faith for 
which they choſe to die, but have an ill Opi- 
nion of the Son of God himſelf, who choſe 
no better Succeſſors of his Power, nor Inſtru- 
ments of his Truth. Not only St. Paul is 
concern'd in this Charge, but the whole Body 
of Chriſtians, many of which were convert 
er ſo that the Church was no ſooner e- 
abliſh'd, than it was deſtroy'd. Our Calen- 
dar of Martyrs, according to him, is a Re» | 
giſter of grave Folly, and they that are dead 
PL Chriſf are perde There was not a Do- 


ctrine receiv d by the whole Church, during 
the three firſt Centuries, that I will not take 
upon me to defend: I am well fatisfy'd, that 
I do in this defend our moſt excellent Church, 
which though it hath not retain'd every primi- 
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tive Uſage, yet receives no Doctrine, not ju- 
ſtiſies any Practice that is not ſo. The Cha- 
racter of the Perſons that then liv'd, and the 
Cuſtoms, and the Circumſtances of that Time, 
ate a certain Proof that the Chriſtian Faith 
could not receive any Alterations. The Chri- 
ſtians in the three firſt Ages, were of all o- 
thers the moſt unlikely, either in reſpect of 
Will or Power, to innovate or pervert their 
Faith. They were honeſt, but plain and il- 
literate Men, and therefore were the puter 
and the cleaner Chanels to convey the Word 
of Truth ; they had not enter'd into any of 
the Sects of Philoſophers, of that time, which 
would have given their Doctrine a foul tin- 
Qure. The Phzloſophers were deleryedly 
term'd the Patriarchs of. the Hereticks, 
ſince there are few. of the Hereſies that in» 
feſted the Church, but came in that way, Va- 
lentinus, Baſilides, and Ebion, were of ſome 
Sects in Philoſophy, and by this means brought 
their own wild Conceits into Chriſtianity. . It is 
very certain, though I am well aſſurd ſome 
will not believe me, and many will not thank 
me for aſſerting it, that the falſe and leſſen- 
i inion of the eternal Son of God, came 
from Platoni ſin. The Chriſtian Doctrine of 
the Trinity is ſo far from being owing to that 
Philoſophy, as ſome of late have unskilfully 
thought, that it is very contrary. to it; the 
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Aria Doctrine is the very Sentiment of 
Plato, who aſſerts that great Subordination 
that the Arzans are ſo fond of 
Not only the Capacities of the firſt Chri- 


* 


ſtians, but their Will and Diſpoſitions muſt 
vindicate them from all wilful Innovations: 


Could they be in appearance ſo ſerious and 


ſpiritual, and yet have ſo much of a carnal 
Mind, as for Intereſt, or Humour, to teach a 
Goſpel of their own ? could they throw away 
their Lives upon a Doctrine they themſelves 
had perverted? could they reſiſt even to Blood, 
for the Confeſſion of that Maſter, whoſe Com- 
miſſion they had abus'd? could they in the 
midſt of Tribulation, live in a readinels for, 
and expectation of Death, and yet do the on- 
ly thing, that the forgetfulneſs of it could 
prompt them to? But above all, could any 
ſuch vile Purpoſes be conſiſtent with thoſe mi- 
raculous Gifts, that continu'd for many Years 
after the Apoſtles ? could that extraordinary 
Treaſure be truſted to broken Veſſels? and, 
could thoſe, who were ſo much.ſtrengrhen'd 
by God's Power, be fo little watch d and di- 


rected by his Grace? 


Bur the Diſcipline of that time is a farther 
Proof that the Chriſtian Doctrine was handed 
down pure and uncorrupted. The Church 
though very early ſpread over great part of 
the World, yet continu'd one and the ſame; 
the principal Biſhops of it held Communion 


with cach other by Letters, which Communion 
NN Was 
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was a means either to prevent or to detect any 
Deviation from the common Faith. By this 
Means Chriſtianity was not regulated by the 
philoſophical Opinions, or popular Superſtiti- 
ons of any. Countrey wherein it was planted, 
but. was uniform and the fame eyery where. 
It did not borrow its Rites and Cuſtoms: from 
the Gentile Superſtitions of each Countrey, 
as Mahomet's did from Arabia, but on the 
contrary had the ſame Number of Sacraments, 
and the ſame Method of Adminiſtration, in'the 
moſt diſtant Parts. It was not ſhap'd by the 
Climate or Complexion of different Nations, 
but Per/ia and Gaul, Africk and Britain, 
leaving their old Rites, all join'd in the ſame 
Sentiments and main part of Diſcipline. . - 
Here it is therefore that I call upon Naza- 
renus, and all his unbelieving Friends, to ſhew 
any of the Chriſtian Cuſtoms of that time ta- 
ken out of Heathen Rites. - I do here charge 
him, till he make his Aſſertion good, with a 
blaſphemous Falſhood, in ſay ing, that moſt of 
the Gentile Converts, that is, the main Body 
of Chriſtians, for there were few eus con- 
verted after the Deſtruction of for alem, 


gave their bare Names to Chriſt, but re- 


ſerv'd their idolatrous Hearts for their na- 
tive Superſtitions. There needs no Anſwer 
to be given to this wicked. Aſſertion, but 
to deny it; for it is certain, that though the 
Gentile Superſtitions. were different in every 
Countrey, yet Chriſtianity was every where 


the 
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the fame; nor indeed could it eaſily be alter d. 
The great Rigour againſt Hereticks, that ſome 
have thought blame. worthy in the primitive 
Church was worthy of Commendation, for 
it is an undoubred Argument that they ad- 
mitted of no new Opinions, when the leaſt 
Tendency to them was branded by them with 
Hereſy. They were too deſirous of ſtanding 
in the good old Paths, to cut out any By- 
ways for themſelves, wherein to wander from 
YE & »,_ | tO 
Their Method of arguing with Hereticks 
clears up this Matter till farther : for the Iſ- 
ſue they join'd with them was upon this Point, 
whether any ſuch Doctrine had been receiv'd 
before by any Apoſtolical Church, for if it had 
nor, its Noyelty was the Mark of Error. They 
did not indeed fo diſpute in this way, as not 
ro abide by the Determination of Scripture, 
but as they thought the Doctrine of the Church 
the beſt Comment upon Scripture, by making 
the Diſpute a . K of Fact they brought 
it to a ſhorter Iſſue. This is the Method that 
Trenens and Tertullian generally purſue, in 
their Confutation of Hereticks, and it was, 
let ſome Moderns think What they will, the 
molt effectual »Y to put them to Silence: 
ſince Apoſtolical Practice, where it could be 


made out, was the beſt Illuſtration of Apoſto- 
lical Writings. r 
.. The falſe Pretences of Hereticks to Apo- 
ſtolical Tradition or Succeſſion, are no Proof 
EE 928 againſt 
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againſt the thing it ſelf, but on the contrary 
ſhew the Conviction of Truth upon them, 
who allow'd that Rule but yer miſapply'd it. 
The heretical Boaſts upon this Subject are no 
more ſufficient to ſer the true Ule of it aſide, 
than the Abuſe of the holy Scripture by Fa- 
naticks and Sectaries, and of right Reaſon by 
ſuch as Nezarenus, are a Proof againſt the 
Uſefulneſs of cither. wy | 

But it is not only eaſy to prove in Theory 
that no ſuch Change could be made in our ho- 
ly Faith, but to prove in Fact that there ne- 
ver was any. And therefore whenever he 
tells, which Jam confident he neither can nor 
will, what he means by thoſe fabulous A 
flems, lucrative Inventions, burthen ſome Su- 
perſtitions, and unintelligible Jargon of pri- 
mitive Chriſtianiry, he ſhall not want an An- 
ſwer. Bur till theſe cover'd Infinuarions be 
made good by direct Facts, I muſt rell -him 
he deſerves other Treatment. He durſt not 
throw out ſo many ſly Suggeſtions and De- 
famations, without Proof upon any Perſon or 
Family of Diſtinction in the Kingdom, as 
he hath upon the whole Chriſtian Church; 
bur it is happy for him, that impudent In- 
vectives againſt the Clergy are with ſome Per- 
ſons, in ſpice both of Dulneſs and Blaſphemy, 
the Mark of Wit, and the Standard of religi- 
ous Sincerity. 1 
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I have gone through the main Parts of Na- 
Zarenus's firſt Letter, and ſhall neither trouble 
my {elf nor the Public at this time with exa- 
mining the Impertinencies of the ſecond; it 
will not be eaſſe to re- capitulate the Ablurdi- 
ties I have already examin d, in a ſhort com- 

aſs. He hath attack'd the Integrity of the 
ſacred Canon of Scripture, and the Veracity 
of the Text in his Mahometan Goſpel; he 
hath traduc'd the Character of St. Paul in 
his Nagaræan Sentiments; he hath farther 
taken upon bim to defend the Obſtinacy, 
Perverſeneſs, and Unbelief of the old Jes, 
and charges the whole upon the firſt Saints 
and Martyrs, who preach'd our Faith with 
Fidelity, and dy'd for it with Courage; but, 
above all, he hath given the finiſhing 
Stroke to his Blaſphemies, in defaming the 
whole Chriſtian Religion under the Name 
of Ceutile Chriſtjaniry, and making the Ori- 

inals of our own moſt excellent Church, 
and thoſe of all others, ſuperſtitious and con- 
temptible. „Se 
I hope what I have ſaid is ſufficient ro ſet 
aſide theſe bold Aſſertions, but if I have not, 
the Fault is not to be laid upon the Argu- 
ment, but my felf; the Divine Providence 
that hath made it our Duty to defend the In- 
ſticution he hach reyeal'd, hath beyond all 
Doubt furniſh'd us with Means to do ſo, 
though all may not be equally provided. | 

STAT | am 
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am ſo well affur'd of the Strength of our 
Faith, that I queſtion not but, as in the pri- 
mitive Times, id now, it will fare the better 
for 4 and that the yenerable Truths 
of it will appear by far in better Light, fox 
the weak Objections of fuch Adverſaries. 
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